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FOREWORD
i

During my serb ice as chairman of the House Select Committee un
Aging, it has become abundaritly clear to me that we must improve
the ability of the Congress to anticipate potential problems result-
ing from ecOnomic, social, and political changes that will occur in
the population over the next 50 years. If present, trends continue
unabated, by the year 2030 the population of over 65ers will more
than double.

This so-called "graying of America",.does have significant social
implications and has already demanded our reconsideration of
mandatory retireniOnt and social security legislation. It is clear
that careful examination of demographic variables are.extremely
important for policymakers today and, in the future. In order to
create policy and determine how best to serve and be served by our
senior citizens, we must understand the present and future size,
structure, and location of our elderly population. We must under-
stand their present and future health car, income maintenance,
housing and transportation needs. We have a constant need for de-
mographic information tO enable us and future Congresses to cope
more effectiNely NN. ith the problems and promises arising from pop-
ulation change.

I am hopeful that this publication "Every Ninth American" will
help shed soine light on the questipns we have concerning our
aging population, and provide policymakers nationwide with more
than education guesses abaft what our older population is like and
how it is likely to change. Y

We would like to express our appreciation to Mr. Herman B.
Brotman, former Assistant Commissioner on Aging, Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare, for preparing this publication I
trust it will be a valuable tool for all of us as we try to improvl the
lives of older Americans.

CLAUDE PEPPER,
Chairman.
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- EVERY NINTH AMERICAN 1

1982 EnrrioN

When we declared otkr independence, every 50th American was a
so-called older person (aged 65 or over-65+).'They came to some

, 50,000 out of an estimated total populatiip of 2.5 million or 2 per-
cent.

By the beginning of this century, che numbers of older persons
had increased much more rapidly than did the young and they rep-
resented every 26th American (3.1 million or 4 percent of the 76
millipn total). -

The 1980 census counted over 25.5 million older persons. The ap-
proximately '26.6 million older Americans at the beginning of 1982
made up over 11 percent of the population or "Every Ninth Ameri-
can."

But in the more recent years something uniquely different with
new potentials for study .and concern has become evident. In the
past, the numbers of persons in all age groups increased even while
the proportion of older persons in the population grew somewhat
faster than did the youdger age groups. Recent trends, however,
have been different.

Fertility rates since the end of the postwar baby boom have actu-
ally been below that necessary for zero population growth. A con-
tinuation of these trends over a lengthy period of time will bring

us an aging society with an increasing median age and an eventu-
ally declining total populatioia by' the middle of the 21st century.
This is further compounded by the newly increasing fife expectancy
in the later years as death rates from some of the major killers of
bider persons decline.

Even a very cursory consideration indicates the enormous impli-
,cations for retirement and income,, policies, the role of technology,
the shifting of product markets and advertising, social and recre-
atiopal facilities, locations and types of housing, health care facili-
ties and personnel, entertainment, etc., and the distribution of
rising costs.-

This presentation examines what the older population is like,
how it has changed and how it continues to change.

GROWTH 1/4 NUMBERS 2

In the 80 years between 1900 and 1980 (the Yast census), the total
population of the United States grew almost threefold while the

' Prepared by Herman Brotman t3l08 Holmes Run Road. Falls Church, Virginia 220124
Consulffint and former Assistant Commissioner. Administration on Aging

omputed from reports of the MO, 19fiO, 1970, and 1980 census enumerations. and certain
estimates for 19s0 prepared by thci Census Bureau and published in the Current Population Re-
ports series

6



\ 2 -

older part grew more than eightfold. The 65+ population continues
to grow faster than the under-65 portion. Between 1960 and 1970,
older Americans increased in number by 21 percent as compared
with 13 percent for the under-65 population; for 1970-1980, the in-
crease was 27.9 percent for the 65+ group but only 9.7 percent for
the Under 65. , 1

The most rapid growth (die largest percehtage increases) in
1960-1970 occurred in Arizona (79.0 percent), Florida (78.2), Nevada
(70.4), Hawaii (51.3), and-New Mexico (37.7), all States with signifi-
cant numbers of older in-migrants. The fastest growth rates (over
50 percent in 1970-1980 occurred in Nevada (112.9 perc nt), Arizo-
na (90.7), Hawaii (72.7), Alaska (71.4), Vlorida (71.1), New Mexico
(65.7), and South Carolina (51.1). , -

Florida still has the highest proportion of older people in its pop-
ulation (17.3 percent in 1980, 14.5 percent in 1970). Alaska remains
the State with-the smallest number and the smallest proportion of
older persons (11,530 or 2.9 percent in 1980).

,
STATE HIGHLIGHTS' -

In 1980, the largest concentrations of older persOns-13 percent
or more of a State's total populationoccurred in 8 States: Florida
(17.3 percent), Arkansas (13.7), Rhode Island (13.4), Iowa (13.3), Mis-
souri and South Dakota (13.2), Nebraska (13.1), and Kansas (13.0).

Calitornia and New York each had more than 2 million older
people, while Florida, Pennsylvania, Texas, Illinois, and Ohio each
had more than 1 million.

Almost a quarter of the Nation's older people live in just three
States (California,ew York, and Florida). Adding five more States
(Pennsylvania, Ohio, Texas, Illinois, and Michigan) brings the eight
State total to almost half the .older population of the United States.
It takes 12 more States (New Jersey, Massgchusetts, Missouri,
North Carolina, Ind:Lana, Wisconsin, Tennessee, georgia, Virginia,
Minnesota, Alabama, and Washington) or a total of,20 States to ac-
count for just over three-quarters of the older populatibn. It re-
quires an additional 10 States or a total of 30 to include 90 percent.
The remaining 10 percent of the 65+ population-lives in the re-
maining 20 States and the District of Columbia. (See Appendix A,
"State Tiends in the Older Population, 1970-1980," for the actual
figures and a detailed analysis.) .

TUENOVER 3

The.older population is not a homogeneous group not is it static.
Every day, approximately 5,200 Atnericans celebrate their 65th
birthday. Every day, approximately 3,600 persons aged 65'-i- die.
The net increase is about 1,600 per day or almost 600,000 per year,
but the 5,200 newcomers" each day are quite different from and
have exiierienced a quite different life history from those already
65+ and are worlds apart from those a/ready centenarians who
were born shortly after the Civil W.

) Computed from Census Bureau estimates of the components of populatech.ange

7
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AGE 4

In 1980, most older Americans were under 75 (61.0 perce ). ter
bhalf were under 73, and more than a third (34.4 perc ) ere
under 70. Over 2.2 million Americans were 85+. As a re tilt of the
significantly longer life expectancy for females, the preponderance
of women over men increases rapidly with age. (See "Sex Ratios"
and;Projections" and "Marital Status".)

Preliminary data from the 1980 census enumeration show that
about 32,000 persons reported themselves as age 100+ (centenar-
ians). In June 1980, 15,258 persons were receiving cash social secu-
rity benefits after having produced at sorne time a "proof of age"
that.indicated they were now centnarian4.

PERSONAL INCOME 5

Older economic units continue to have about half the income of
their younger counterparts. Retirement froM the lailor force Usual-
ly brings a half to two-thirds cut in income and thrusts many older
persons into a low-income category. Price inflation continues to
present sever.e difficulties for older persons. Despite post facto in-
dexing,99 social security and some other benefit syqtems, mucle of
the income of the elderly comes from sources which are not in-
dexed, such as most private pension plan _payments, commercial
annuities, certain investments, such as bonds, and so forth.

Families
In 1980, half of the 9 2 million families headed by an older

person had incomes of less than $12,881 ($248 a week) as compared
with $22,548 ($434 a wyek) for the 51.1 million families with under-
65 heads. Both family medians represent an increase over 1979
that matches the increase in the Consumer Prige Index and indi-
cates no change in real purchasing power.

The skewing of the income distribution for older families toward
the lower income levels is confirmed by the fact that the arithme-
tic average (mean) income of $16,918 is $4,037 or 31.3 percent great-
er than the median ($12,881), reflecting the impact. of the smaller
number-9f high-income older families.

Thus, iwhile the poverty rate for older families is high (see
,Jpelow), many have high Mcomes. More than 835,000 or 9.1 percent

of older families had 1980 incomes of between $20,000 and $25,000;
1,304,000 or 14.2 percent had incomes between $25,000 and $50,000;
and 307,000 or 3.3 ,percent had incOmes in excess of $50,000. In
summary, almost 22 percent of the older families had incomes in
1980 that were higher than the .median for the younger families.

'Computed from the Census Bureau enumeration and Current Population Reports, from Na
tional (enter for Health StatotiLs reports on mortality and life expectancy in the Monthly Vital
Statistioi Reports, and from estimates of centenarian bene,ficiaries supplied by the Social Secu
rity Administration

Computed from data collec(ed by the Census BureAu in the March 1981 monthly Car
Population Survey on money income I n 1980 and published n "advance" Current Pbpulation
Reports Detailed data Isuch as by ty pe of family, by source of income, etc ) Is not yet available

91_9no 0 - 82 -
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Unrelated Individdals
The 1980 (median income of the 8.0 million unrelated individuals

aged 65+ who were living alone or with nonrelatives was $5,095
($98 a week) as compared with $10,526 ($202 a, week) for the 19.1
million aged 14 through 64. The small increase over 1979 was about

t. half the increase in the Consumer Price Index and represented a
loss of purchasing power. ,

The mean (arithmetic average) income for older individuals
$7,176 or $2,081 or 4,9.8 percent higher than the median.. Ove 1.2
million or 15.3 percent of the older unrelated individuals had 980
incomes between $10,000 and $25,000 and 190,000 or 2.4 pe ent
had $25,000 or more.

poverty
r (This analysis is based solely on cash money income and does not

consider services, third-party payments, or noncash benefits 'and
their impact ou the standard of living. See below fOr partial data on
number's of recipients of such benefits.)

In 1980, the total number of persons of all ages living in house-
holds in which the total income was below the official poverty
threshold for that size and type of household rose again to 29.3 mil-
ton (13.0 percent of the U.S. population), an increase of 3.2 million
over the 25.2 million (11.6 percent) in 1979.

Some4,9 million older persons (15.7 percent or over a sixth) were
poor by the official definition (for example, $4,954 for an older
couple, household or $3,941 for an older individual living alone).
The increase in the number.of aged poor in 1980 (from 3.6 million
or 15.1 percent in 1979) was tile second since 1975.

Women and minority elderly are heavily overrepresented among
the aged poor. s

, .

POVERTY RATES (PER5ENT IN EACH CATEGORY
,
LIVING IN POOR HOUSEHOLDS), 1980

Category ka arls Under 65

654-

Total white mad
Spanish
cop ,

Person
Total A

.
13 0 12 7 15.7 , 13 6 38 1 30 8

Mate 11 2 10 9 9 0 31 5

Female 14.7 141 19.0 16 8 424 34 4

Families:
-

Totat .. . 10 3 9 1 . ..

Female head, no hesband present. . 32 7 35 5 .---- 15 2 ... . ,.

' Uzi be 04 WY rice

Nevertheless, this is still a significant improvement over the 45
million or a quarter of the elderly who lived in "poor" households
in 1970, and results primarily from the increases in social security
benefits. It must also be remembered that many of the aged poor
became poor after reaching these age levels because of the half to
two-thirds cut in income that comes with retirement from the labor
force. Reductions in living costs after retirement are usually con-
siderably less than the l9ss in incomes

-

9 ,

,

-
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AdequacyThe Retired Couple Budget 6
In the early 1960's, the Bureau of Labor Statistics, with the help

of a group of experts, developed a theoretic retired couple budget to
provide a modest but adequate standard of living for a retired
couple consisting of a 65+ husband and his wife, assumed to be
self-supporting and living in an urban area, to be in reasonably
good health and able to take care of themselves, and to own a rea-
sonable inventory of furniture and equipment.

Before 1969, the annual cost of the budget was calculated by ac-
tually pricing out all of the items in the budget and applying the
appropriate 'weighting." Since 1569, the cost of the budget is deter-
mined by applying to the cost for each division or component in the
previous year the change in the comparable component of the Con-
sumer Price Index for the urban wage eafhers and clerical work-
ers. This procedure produces an approximation of unknown accu-
racy since spending ,patterns in the two measures are different as
are the weights. -

In 1980, the "intermediate" retired couple budget cost, $9,434
($181 a week). Of the'i.9 million two-person husband-wife families

'with 65+ heads, about 2.5 million or 32 percent had less than this
amount of income.

The cost of the "lower" budget, $6,644 ($128 a week), providing a
reduced standard of living but well above the poverty level, could
not be met by 1.3 million or 16 percent of these older couples.

The cost of the "higher" budget, $13,923 ($268 a week), providing
some "luxury" items, gifts, contributions, and taxes, was beyond
the income of 4.3 million or 54 percent of the 7.9 million older
couples.

Noncash Benefits
A special question in the Census Bureau's March 1981 Current

Population Survey of a sample of households solicited information
on receipt of certain noncash benefits (food stamps and subsidized
housing) and eligibility for third-party payments for health care
(medicare and medicaid) during 1980. The table below analyzes the
responses, based on an "economic unit" concept of household (one
or more persons and headed by a person aged 65 + ) and related to
that household's money income. A special analysis to determine
the data for households receiving various specific combinations of,'
one or inore such noncash benefits in order to evaluate the impact
on "poverty" has been requeited.

Data on budget costs from the Bureau of Labor Statistics Number of couples within budget
cost levels computed from unpublished Census Bureau tabulations of 1980 money income
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NONCASH BENEFITS AND THIRD-PARTY *PAYMENTS IN HOUSEHOLDS OF ONE OR MORE PERSONS AND

HEADED BY A 65+ PERSON, 1980

(Nunten n thaesintj

Centon
Total !weft
sub 65+ heeds

bowing lad
num

Cosset ts
mouse

Cowed tu
sedan Mora

Number of househuids.... . 16,544 1,055 16,032 2,711 833

Medan wane . . . $7,878 $3,441 $7,749 $4,769 $4,078

Percent of households beim poverty fine
receiving these benefits. . ......... .... I 100 23 3 97 3 35 9 11.9

Percent of houseb3lds above poverty fine
receiving these benefits . .... Z 100 2 6. 98.1 12.2 3.9

Represents 30 mircn tonetnids.
3 Represents 13 4 anion tonseholds.

INCOME MAINTENANCE

Old-Age, Survivors, and Disability Insurance 7

In July 1981, cash social security payments were seht to 35.7 mil-
lion persons of all ages for a total of almost $12.0 billion.

Of this total for the month, almost 314 million retired worlfers
and their dependents or survivors received $10.2 billion from the
old-age and survivors insurance trust fund, as follows:

I Number
(thousands)

Amount
(millions)

Retired workers 19,855 $7,610
Wives and husbands 3,012 583

Children 3,152 778
Widowed mothers 547 149

Widows and widowers 4,456 1,536

Parents (sole survivor) 14 4

gAnd just under 82,000 special age-72 beneficiaries received $9.5
million.

Also, in July 1981, 4.6 million under-65 disabled workers and
tbeir dependents received almost $1.4 billion from the disability -

trust fund, as follows:
Number

(thousands)

Disabled workers 2,827
Wives and husbands 447

Children 1,306

Average monthy benefit, July 1981.

Retired workers and their dependents.

Amount
(nulhons)

$1,169
1 55

160

Retired workers ' $383.30
Wives and husbands 193.41
Children 157.65

Survivors of deceased workers:
Children 268.99
Widowed mothers 273.15
Widows and widbwers 344.66
Parents (sole survivor) 308.96

Disabled workers and their dependents:
Disabled workers 413.60
Wives and husbands 122.15

Cilsildren 122.99

Special age-72 beneficiaries 116.12

' Almost 60 percent of all retired workers are receiving "reduc&I benefits" since they started
drawing social security payments prior to reaching age 65 They represent a combination of vol-
untary ''early retiremeate, including health reasons, and "discouraged workers" who have
been unemployed and believe they cannot find new employment.

Computed from data in selected Issues of the monthly Social Security Bulletin and the
Annual Statistical Supplements of the Social Security Administration

i
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Beneficiaries, by age, July 1981

Number
(Mahone)

Percent
chstributton

All ages 35.7 100.0
Under 62 8.0 22.4
62+:

Total 2'7.7 77.6
Retired workers 19.8 55.5
Disabled workers. .6 1.7
Dependents and survivors 7.2 20.2
Special age-72 .1 .3

62-64:
Total 3.7 10.4

Retired workers 2.1 5.9
Disabled workers .6 1.7
Dependents and s rvi#rs 1.0 2.8

Total 24.0 67.2
Retired workers 17.7 49.6
llependents and survivors , 6.2 17.4
Special age-72 .1 .3

During July 1981, medicare disbursements totaled $3,691 million,
of which $2,568 million, or close to 70 percent, was paid out under
hospital insurance and $1,123 million under supplementary medi-
cal insurance. (See also "Personal Health Care Expenditures.")

STATUS OF SOCIAL SECURITY INSURANCE TRUST FUNDS, FISCAL YEAR 1981

[Preinunart, nurorts M dam)

nem
010-ar and

=MOM Drsatafity Hospital Socolementaly
medical

Recerpts and mterest 9121,572 $12,993 931,493 $12,451

Program payments .. 121,006 16,875 28,909 12,345

Admostratnie costs 1,298 405 305 895

Assets at end ol fiscal year 1981 23,834 3,392 18,093 3,743

Supplemental Security Income
In 1974, the Federal supplemental security income (SSI) needs-

tested program replaced the Federal-State assistance prograin. It
sets up Federal payments to-the aged, the blind, and the disabled,
based on Federal eligibility and 'payment standards with automatic
adjustments for increases in the Consumer Price Index.

States are encouraged to establish State supplement programs
under their own laws and may then choose (1) to have the Federal
Government pay the Federal payment and the State supplement in
a single check to recipients in that State and bill the State for such
supplementary payments, or (2) to make State payments separately
to their owrk residents whether or not they receive Federal pay-
ments.

In July 1981, the Federal Government sent checks to 1,726,000
needy aged (65+) persons, totaling over $175,000,000 of Federal
payments. An estimated additional 24,000 65+ persons qualified

12



8
for SSI as "blind." and 409,000 as "disabled", both providing higher
paymentiovels than for the "aged." Thus, while there were some
3,9000,001der persons living ,in hOuseholds where the iincome Was
below the poverty level in 1980, SSI payments were made to a total
of 2,159,000.

In the 27 States which have arranged for tlie Federal Govern-
ment to administer the State supplement, the combined cheeks
went to some 500,000 65+ persons and State supplements totaled
about $75,000,000. The combined payments averaged a low of
$78.11 in Maine to a high of $205.65 in California.

In the 25 States in which the State makes supplementary pay-
merkts directly to the recipient (a separate check in addition to the
Federal payment), there were .a total of 541,000 Federal recipients
but Only 135,150 State supplements totaling $9,576,000 averaging
$70.86 per State recipient.

In the only State that pays no State supplement, TexLs, Federal
payments went to 141,000 'aged" recipients. ,

Seventeen States made State payments in July 1981 to 28,700 r
older persons who were not receiving Federal payments. These pay-
Anents totaled $2,639,000 or an average of $92.00.

HEALTH

National Health Expenditures 8,
(Note. Includes personal health care, prepayment and adminis-

trative costs, governmental public health activities, and the costs of
research and construction of thedical facilities.)

NATIONAL HEALTH EXPENDITURES, ALL AGES, 1965, 1978, AND 1980

# 1980 1978 1965

\
Total

Amount (billions of dollars)

Per capita (dollars) _

. 247 2

1,067 06

189 3

835 7

41 7

210 89

Percent of gross national product 9 4 ii8 6 0 '
Prrvate sources

,
Amount (billions of dollars) 143 0 110 0 30 9

PH capita (dollars) 617 10 45 29 156 32

Percent of total 57 8 58 1 74 1

Public sources

Amount (billions of dollars) 104 2 79 4 10 8

Per capita (dollars) 449 96 ' 350 27 54 57

Percent of total 42 2 41 9 25 9

Type of expenchture

Amount (billions of dollars)

Total 247 2 189 3 41 7

Personal:41th cue 217 9 166 7 35,8

Prepay arid administration . 10 4 7 5 1,6

Government Pubhc health actmties 7 3 5 3 8

Research 5 4 4 4 1 5

Construction of medical taahtns 6 1 5 3 2 0

Percent distribution ,
Total 100 0 100 0 100 0

Personal hulth care 88 2 88 1.-1... 85 9

Prepayment and administration 4 2 4 0 3 8

Government public health actmhes 2,9 2 8 1 9

Research 2 2 2 3 3 6

Constration of.medical facilities 2 5 2 8 4 8

' Compiled from data and estimates prepared by the Health Care Finance Administration

13
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Between the years 1965 (before medicare became effective) and
1980, the total health bill rose from $41.7 billion (6.0 percent of the
GNP) to $247.2 billion (9.4 percent of the GNP). The sixfpld in-
crease in total costs in 15 years results from technological changes,
very rapid inereases in prices and labor costs, the impact of the
growth ahd the "aging" of the older population, and increased utili-
zation masle possible by increased resources, especially through
public programs. Nursing home, hospital, and physician costs, I

exceptionally important to health care of the elderly, were amon
the most rapidly rising areas.
Perlonal Health Care Exfreilditures

(Note. Excludes prepayment and administrative costs, Cost of re-
search and construction of medical facilities, and governmental
public health activities such as control of contagious diseases.)

Total persohal health care expenditures rose from $35.8 billion or
$180.73 per capita in 1965 to $166.7 billion 'or $735.57 per capita in
1978. The estimate for 1980 is $217.9 billion or $940.62 per capita
but age distributions are not yet available.

'
ANALYSIS OF PERSONAL HEALTH CARE EXPENDITURES BY TYPE OF EXPENDITURE, SOURCE OF

FUNDS, AND AGE GROUP, 1978

4. de reerackture AFI ars Oda 65
TOtel Private

Neale

Total Federal
-St2te/

bear

knount (millions of dollars)
total 167 911 118,545 49,366 18,192 31,175 26.780 4,395

Hospital care 76,025 54,856 21,169 2,645 18,524 17,165 1,359

Physician's services 35,250 26.340 8 910 3,620 5,290 5,120 170

sDentist services 13 300 11,917 1 383 1,338 45 28 17

Other professional services 4,275 3,185 1.090 631 459 421 38

Drugs and drug sundnes
Eyeglasses and ahancespp

15,098

3 879

11,867

3,274
3,231

605 405

2328
201

503 264

199

239

2

Nursing home care 15,751 3,127 12,624 6,790 5,834 3,336 2,498

Other health servps 4 333 3,979 354 35 319 247 72

Per capita (dollars) \
Total 752 98 596 82 2.026 19 746 68 1,279 55 1,099 16 180 39

Nosp141 CM 340 93 276 17 868 as 108 56 760 30 704 52 465 78

Physicans services 08 132 61 365 70 148 58 217 12 21(Y15 6 98

Dentists senrce s
,158

59 64 60 00 56 76 54 92 1 85 1 15 70

Other professional services 19 17 16 03 44 74 25 90 18 84 17 28 1 56

Drugs and drug sundries 67 70 59 74, 132 61 III 97 20 64 10 84 9 81

Eyegtasses and aooliance; 17 40 1 5 48 24 83 16 62 8 25 8 17 08

Nursing home care 70 64 15 74 518 14 278 69 239 45 136 92 102 53

Other health services /19 43 20 03 14 53 1 44 13 10 10 14 2 96

Percent distnbutos: by type of

menditures
tout IGO 0 100 0 100 () JO 0 100 0 100 0 100 0

Hospital care 45 3 46 1 42 9 . 14 5 59 4 64 I 30 9

Physicians' services 21 0 22 2 18 0 19 9 17 0 19 1 3 9

Dentists services 7 9 10 0 2 8 7 4 1 1 4

Other professional services 2 5 2 7 2 2 3 5 1 5 1 6 9

Drugs and drug sundries 9 0 10 0 6 5 15 0 1 6 I 0 5 4

Eyeglassec and appliances 2 3 2 8 1 2 2 2 6 7

, Nursing home care 9 4 2 6 25 6 37 3 18 7 12 5 56 8

Other health services 2 6 3 4 7 2 1 0 9 1 6

-

1 4
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ANALYSIS OF PERSONAL HEALTH CARE EXPENDITURES BY TYPE OF EXPENDITURE, SOURCE OF

FUNDS, AND AGE GROUP, 1978Continued

Tpe of corare Uts We 65
To( Prvate

65.

Total <0,4 Raw
local

Percent astrtubon by source
ot Fur& and age ,

Total 100 0 70 6 29 1 100 0 36 9 63 1 100 0 85 9 11 1

Hosptal care 100 0 72 2 27 8 100 0 12 5 87 5 100 0 921 73
Physcans' services . 100 0 71 7 25 3 100 0 10 6 59 1 100 0 96 ! 3 2

Dentists services . IDO 0 89 6 10 1 100 0 96 7 3 3 )00 0 62 2 37

Other.protessiona1 services 100 0 71 5 25 5 100 0 57 9 12.1 100 0 91 7 .8 3

Dnigs and drug sundries 100 0 78 6 21 1 10Q 0 81 1 15 6 100 0 52 5 17 5

Eyeglasses and appltances 100 0 84 1 15 6 100 0 66S 33 2 100 0 99 0 1 0

Ming horne care 100 0 19 9 80 1 100 0 53 8 46-2 100 0 57 2 12 8

Other health seroces 100 0 91 8 2 100.0 9 9 90 1 100 0 77 1 22 6

In 1978, for the 65+ populattion, total-health care costs came to
$49.4 billion, for the under-65, it came to $118.5 billion. On a per
capita basis, however, the $2,026.19 for an older person wag' 3.4
times the $596.82 for an under-65 individual. Of the $49.4 billion
for older persons, $18.? billion or 37 percent came frorn private
funds and $31.2 billion or 63 percent from public programs. Of the
total public outlays, $26.8 billion or 86 percent came from Federal
programs and .$4.4 billion or 14 percent from State and local pro-
grams.

Hospital care was the 'largest item by far in health care costs of
older persons. The $21.2 billion ($868.86 per capita) for hospital
payments used 43 percent of the total expenditures in 1978. Some
$18.5 billion or almost 88 percent of these hospital payments came
from public programs, of which 93 percent were Federal funds.

The next largest expenditure for older persons, nursing home
care, came to $12.6 billion or $518:14 per capita (as compared with
$4.1 billion or $204.87 per capita in 1970). The 1978 figure repre-
sents almost 26 percent of the total health bill for older persons,
with 46 percent paid by public agencies (of which.57 percent was
Federal money and 43 percent State and local).

The third largest expenditure, physicians' services, totaled $8.9
billion or $365.70 per capita. This was"18 percent of total expendi-
tures for oldd persons, 60 percent was paid by public programs, of
which 97 percent was Federal.

The other five categories of expenditures each accounted for less
than 7 percent of the total. Noteworthy is the fact that in four
(dentists services, other professional services, drugs and drug sun-
dries, and eyeglasses and applicances) of the five categories (fifth is
other health services), private payments accounted for between 58
percent and 97 percent of the costs, reflecting to a very large
extent the fact that these services and supplies are not usually pro-
vided by public programs.

5
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Data for a comparison of levels and sources of payments that in-
dicate the role of direct out-of-pocket, insurance, and' philanthropic

urces on a per capita basis for 1966 (the year medicare became
Iffective) and a recent year are not yet available. The following
compares 1966 and 1N7:

antl roar totai
Drect out d

ocuret

nuro-p4ny Parents

tow Prrate hot
insuranot

PtiantIrtgr 111
nlztryGovirnment

Amount

Under 65

1966 $155 $79 $76 $30 $42 $3

1977 514 164 350 150 187 13

65 4-

1966 445 237 209 133 71 5

1977 1,745 462 1,283 1,169 101 12

Percent cristntuborr

Under 65

1966 100 0 51 I 48 9 19.4 27 3
.

2 2

1977 160 0 31 9 6S 1 29 I 36 4 2 6

65 +
1966 100 0 53 2 46 8 29 8 15 9 1 1

1977 100 0 26 5 73 5 67 0 5 8 . 7.

, This comparison shows both a' significant increase in utilization
as well as a doubling of health care prices, with a pronounced shift
toward third-party payment arrangements, especially through
public programs. The nominal dollar increase in out-of-pocket pay-
ments by older persons loses significance if allowances is made for
the rapid price increases for the same amount of care plus ,the
actual increase tin utilization as a result of payment resources.

EXPENDITURES BY PUBLIC PROGRAMS IN PERSONAL HEALTH CARE FOR PERSONS AGED 65+, BY

PROGRAM, 1978

(in rotor* d dottars1

Program Total Statelocal

Total

Medicare

Medicaid

Other methcal public assistance

Veterans' Administration

Dlepartment of Defense

Workmen's Compensation

State and local hospitals (net)

All other ,

31,175 26,780 4,395

1-'

21,775

6,611

391

1,053

131

93

942

182

21,775

3,684

0

1,053

131

4

0

136

0

2,927

391

0

0

89

942

46

Older persons comprised slightly over 11 percent of the total pop-,_
ulation in 1978 but accounted for 29.4 percent of the personal
health care coals. Some 63 percent of the total payments for per-

, sons 65 + came from public prograrns with 91 percent coming from
Medicare (69.8) and Medicaid (21.2).

9 3 - 900 0 - 2 - 3 16
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Health Status 9
In a recent '&:ousehold interview survey ,of a sample of the

noninstitutionalized population, over two-thirds (68 percent)' of the
older persons reported their 'health good or excellent as compared
with "others of their own age." A little more than 22 percent re-

sported their health as fair and almost 9 percent as poor Mipority
group members, residents of the south, residents of nonmetropoli-
tan areas, and persons with low incomes were more likely to report
themselves in poor hearth. .

'Counting the approximately 5-percent of older people who live in
institutibns as being in poor health, a total of about a seventh (14
percent) of older people consider themselves in poor health.

In 1979 (based on the new Ninth Revision of the International
Classification of Diseases), the chronic conditions most frequently
reported by the noninstitutionalized elderly were: .

Condition: Pe;cent

Arthritis 44.3
Hypertension. 38.5
Hearing impairment 28.2
Heart disease. 27.4

Arteriosclerosis 12.0

Visual impairment 11.9

Diabetes 8.0

In the 1979 survey, almost half (45 percent) of the 65+ respond-
ents said they had some limitation on their "usual" activity be-
cause of a chronic condition. About 17 percent were unable to per-
form their usual activity at all, 22 percent reported limitation in
the amount of kind of usual activity, and about 6 percent were lim-
ited outside the usual activity.

A 1977 study showed that of the over 22 million older persons
not in institutions, 2.1 percent were confined to bed, 2.6 percent
needed help to get about in the house, 6.0 percent needed help to
get about in the neighborhood, and 8.4 percent needed help outside
the neighborhood. In terms of needing help in daily functions, 3.8
percent needed help with bathing, 2.6 percent needed help with
dressing, 0.8 percent with eating, and 1.4 percent with toilet. (See
the table below for an analysis of the differences by age groups
within the 65+ population. This is esPecially significant in view of
the current concern over long-term or continuing care and the
rapid growth in the oldest part of the older popiJIation, since the
need for both types of "helps ' increases markedly h age.)

'Computed from published and unpublished data supplied by the National Center for Health
Statzstics, based on the National Household Interview Survey, thy National Hospital Discharge
Survey, the National Nursing Home Survey, etc
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IMPACT OF DISABILITY RESULTING FROM CHRONIC CONDMONS, NONHiSTITUTIONALIZED PERSONS

AGED 65+, 1977

(Monte thousints)

Sta

45-74 7544

*Abe Pee Pieta Pace keter Pace Ntrter Pape

Total 22.2% 100 0 14,259 100 0 6,652 100 0 1,355 100 0
.

2 1 204 1 4 173 2 6 81 6 0Csofined to ted 459

Needs help gettag around . .
In house 573 2 6 202 1 4 225 3 4 146 10 8

In neghbatocd 1 331 6 0 447 3 1 554 8 3 331 24 4

Cotude neghbothocd 1,862 8 4 '649 4 6 799 12 0 414 30 6

Needs heti) with

Bathing 853 3 8 293 2 1 355 5 3 205 15 1

Dressing 582 2 6 215 1 5 238 3 6 129 9 5

Eating 186 8 73 5 59 9 53 3 9

Taiet 318 1,4 123 9 105 1 6 91 \ 6 7

Utilization
Persons aged 654, are subjeCt to more than twice as mDch dis-

ability, have fo r times the activity Lmitation, see physieians 42
percent more o ten,. and have about twice as many hospital stays
that last about (} percent longer than persons under 65. Still, some
82 percent of ol er persons reported no hospitalization in the previ-
ous year.

In 1980, the average length of in a short-stay hospital for
persons with one or more hospitI fays was 7.3 days for all ages
and 10.7 ,for those 65+ . Averaging together those with hospital
stays and the vast majority with no stays, the average number of
hospital days was 1.9 for ages 55-64, 3.2 days for ages 65-74, and
6.0 days for those 75+. Using the same averaging approach for per-
sons with and without nursing home stays, a 1976 survey showed a
fraction of orw day in a nursing home for persons aged 55-64, 4.4
days for thos aged 65-74, a jump to 21.5 days for those aged 75-84,
and to 86.4 d ys for the 85+.

Of the 1.1 jillion older people in nursing homes at the time of a
1977 study, 1 percent were aged 65-74, 41 percent were 75-84, and
40 percent re 85+ (in the total older population, the comparable
percentages fvere 62, 29, and 9). In the nursing home population, 74
percent wer women (60 percent in the total older population), 69
percent we widowed, 14 percent were single, and 12 percent were
married,, 93, percent were white. Of every 100 residents in nursing
homes. aInfosti 40 came from their own residences (only 14 had
been living aldne), 34 came from general hospitals, 13 from other
nursing homes or related facilities, and the rest (about 15) came
from a variety of mental and other health facilities and other
arrangements.

16



14

SELECTED DATA FROM THE 1980 HOUSEHOLD SURVEY OF THI NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION

Ai ages 65+

Restncted-actrnty days per person per year
Bed-iftsab4ty days per person per year

Number ot acute con:lbws per person per year

Number et physician nuts per person per year .

191
7 0

22

39 2

138

11

Total
4 8 6 4

rn doctor's office, dm or group pactre 3 2 4 9

Ira hosptal outpatient department or emergency rccm 6 7

By telephone 6 6

Interval srce last physician nut (percent Pstributon of persons)
Less than 1, year 74 9 79 4

Under 6 months 58 4 69.0

6-1 l months 16 5 10 4

1 yen 108 6 0

2-4 years 9 6 7 9

5+ years , 3 7 61

Number of dental nuts per person per year . 1 7 14

Interval since last dental nut (percent cfrstantion ot persons)
Less than 1 year 49 9 32 8

Under 6 months 35 6 251

6-11 months -14 3 7 7

1 year ..... 13 6 81

2-4 years . .... . . 13.0 14 3

5+ years . , . ..... 13.6 434
90 .6

"AlgstaY 1)4461 6iscitarges per 100 persons per year 13 9 27 7

Aver ale kngth of stay (days)._ 7 6 100

Number of bduptal episodes per year (percent cfstribution ot persons)
89 6 81 7

_ 8 5 13 5

2 episodes . . . . 14 3 4

3+ episodes 5 1.4

Aver* length of stay for persons with hospital stays by number of geodes
Total, all %nodes . 9 3 13 6

1 emode 6.5 9 5

2 epscdes .
16 7 19.8

3+ episodes 34.0 ,38 4

Death Rates '°
Death rates for every age group and both sexes have been declin-

ing since 1950 except for 15-24-year-old males. Between 1977 and
1978, death rates declined except for males aged 1-4, and both
males and females aged 15-24 and 75-84.

In the period between 1965 and 1978, annual death rates
older persons dropped about 12 percent from 6 per 100 to 5. r
100. Within the older population, the rate for persons 65-74
dropped 19 percent from 3.7 to 3.1 per 100, the rate for those 75-84
declined 14 percent from 8.4 to 7.2 per 100, while the rate for the
85+ dropped 27 percent from 20.1 to 14.7 per 100.

The rate for deaths of older persons from heart disease dropped
18 percent, from 2.8 to 2.3 per 100. The death rate from stroke fell
33 percent, from 0.9 to 0.6 per 100 but the rate of deaths from
cancer increased 11 percent, from 0.9 to 1.0 per 100. These declines

"Computed from mortality data prepared by the Division of Vital Statistics of the National
Center for Health Statistics and based on the death certificate reporting system

9

'to;
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irtdeath rates at.t.elerated the more recent increases in life expec-
%tancy in the upper ages.

Heart disease, stroke, and cancer accounted for three quarters of
the deaths of older persons in 1978 as they did in 1965. The follow-
ing table analyzes the number and proportion of deaths accounted
for by the major causes of death in 1978 for all ages and for '10-year
age groupings in the middle and upper age groups. Particularly
noteworthy are the increasing proportions of deaths from heart dis-
eases and stroke with advancing age (also true at a lower level for
influenza and pneumonia) but the sharp drop in the proportion of
deaths caused by cancer. While accidental deaths have traditional-
ly been ?host prevalent among the younger, the more recent in-

, creasv in suicides among the very ydEng have overshadowed the
situation for the aged.

SELECTED MAJOR CAUSES OF DEATH IN 1978, ALL AGES AND AGE GROUPS OVER 45

M ars 45-54 55-64

Number (thousand)

AV causes 1 928 141 293

Map( oardlovascular diseases

Total 966 51 128

Diseases of the heart 730
%

44 108

Cerebroyascutar diseases 176 6 15

Arteriosclerosis 29 ( ' ) 1

Ott* 32 1 4

Mahgnant neoplasms 397 43 91

Influenza and pneumonia 58 2 5

Dtabetes malhtus 34 2 6

Accxlents 106 9 10

Similes 27 4 4

M other 340 29 49

65-74 75 84 85

452 497 34

233 304 227

184 221 4t 156

~36 63 50

4 10 14

9 10 6

120 90 32

10 18 19

10 , 10 5

9 9 6

3 2 ( ' 1

69 65 36
N.

Pe(Cellt dIstrrbutton ,

M causes

Map CardmaScular diseases iv
IN 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0

Total 50 1 36 6 43 9 51 5 61 1 70 0

Olseases of the heart 37 8 30 9 36 8 40 7 44 4 48 2

Cerebrovascular diseases 9 1 4 5 5 2 8 0 12 7 . ., 15 5

Artenosclerosis 1 5 2 3 8 2 0 4 3

Other 1 7 1 0 1 6 2 0 2 0 2 0

Malignant neoplasms 20 6 30 2 31 2 26 5 18 0 9 9

Influenza and pneumonia 3 0 1 6 1 7 2 2 3 6 5 7

Diabetes mellitus 1 8 1 6 1 9 2 1 2 0 1 4

Acodents 5 5 6 5 3 3 2 0 1 8 1 9

Sucides 1 4 2 8 1 3 6 3 1

Ail other 17 6 20 7 16 7 15 2 13 2 II 0

tess thin 500.

HOUSING I

The 1980 annual housing survey showed 16.4 million elderly
households (households with heads aged 65 + ) and they constituted
20.3 percent of the total 80.4 million households in the United
States.

" Basic data from special and unpublished analyses of the Annual Housing Survey of the De-
partmer4 uf }liaising and Urban Development and frum selected administrative summaries of
program activities
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Broad measures of housing conditions showed many similarities
between the elderly and the younger households but there were dif-
ferences in many of the details arising from the somewhit lower

. proportion of the elderly living in'metropolitan areas, their relative
concentration in the inner city, their generally lower income level,
the greater 4ge of their homes and the accompanying maintenance
costs and problems, the presence of excess space as maturing
family members leave the parental home, etc. In general, about 90
percent of housing was evaluated as "adequate ' (no defects or
flaws in plumbing, maintenance, public halls, heating, or electrical
areas).

In the 1978 annual housing survey, 12 percent of all elderly-
headed households lived in physically inadequate units, compared
with 10 percent of all households. Seven percent of all owrier-occu-
pied housing units and 16 percent of all renter houiseholds were
physically inadequate compared with 11 and 17 percent respective-
ly for elderly-headed households. While 14 percent of all house-
holds living in adequate units paid more than 30 percent of their
income for housing costs (40 percent of income for owners with
mortgages), 19 percent of the elderly-headed househdlds were cost
burdened. Approximately 11 percent of elderly owners living in,
adequate units were cost burdened and 39 percent of eldeFly 'rent-
ers paid more than 30 percent of their income for housing costs.

Over half (54.3 percent) of all elderly headed households had 50
percent or less of median family income (adjusted for family size
and location). Seventeen percent of pdbr elderly-headed househokis
lived in physically inadequate units and an additional 31 percent
Were cost burdened. Approximately 37 percent of poor elderly
owners had housing related problems and the majority of poor el-
derly renters (68 percent) lived in inadequate units or were cost
burdened.

HOUSING PROBLEMS IN HOUSEHOLDS HEADED BY PERSONS AGED 65+, 1978

Category

Total Owners Renters

4Pox, U PocO U Poor

Number (thousands).
Total occupied units 15,844 8,607 11.283 5372 4,561 3,235

With housing problems 5,074 4,197 2,481 1977, 2,595 2,198

Inadequate . 1356 1,472 1,191 851 765 620

Adequate but crowded 79 28 50 13 30 15

Cast burdened 2 3,040 2,697 1,240 1,133 1,800 1,563

Percent distribution
Total occupied units 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0

With housing problems 32 0 48 8 22 0 37 2 56 9 68 0

Inadequate 12 3 17 1 10 6 15 9 16 8 19 2

Adequate but crowded 5 3 5 3 7 5

Cast burdened 2 19 2 31 3 11 0 21 1 39 5 48 3

resome rs ha1 or iess of maim tamty wane adjusted Jor family size
4Gross homing expenses greater Nil 30 percent of prescoe (40 Percent foe omen ssIth mattstes)

The .1980 annual hOusing survey shows home ownership is more
prevalent among the Aged than the younger households (72.4 per-
cent versus 63.9 percent). The elderly tend to live in much older
structures than did younger families. Fifty-three percent of the el-
derly households live in structures built before 1950 as compared

2,
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with 36 percent for the younger. Pre-war Kousing is occupied by
40.7 percent of the older households and, only 27.6 percent of the
younger.

CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH UNDER-65 AND 65+ HEADS, 1980

Part k-Grand Total

Charactenntla
- )Iurnter

Heads

aps

(Uount) Percent ci total, alierS .Percent trestridai

Heads

under 65
*ids
65+

Hods
niter 65

Heads

65+
Heat wow

65
ifeeda 65+

\
Total households 80,424 64,065 16,359 79 7 20 3 100 0 100 0

Tenure.

Homeowner 52,803 40,965 11,838 77 6 22 4 63 9 72 4

Cash rent 25,927 21,870 4,057 84 4 j5 6 34 1 24 8

Ito cash rent 1,695 1,230 465 2 6 27 4 1 9 2 8

Year structure Dual

After March 1970 18,30 16,333 2,066 88 8 11 2 25 5 12.6

1965-March 1970 8,944 7,418 1,526 82 9 17 1 11 6 9 3

1960-1964 7,855 61508 1,347 8/8 17 2 10 2 &2

1950-1959 13,483 107743 2,740 79.7 20 3 16 8 4 16 7

,.t.t 1910-1949

Before 1940

b, '7,457

24,287

5,372

17,692

2,085

6,594

72 0

72 8

28 0

27 2

8 4

. 27 6

12 7

40 3

-TAM in structure.
1 55,114 43,989 11,125 79 8 20 2' 68 7 68 0

2-4 9,707 . 7,727 1,981 79 6 20 4 12 1 12 1

5 + 11,723 9,307 2,417 79 4 20 6 14 5 14 8

In mobile home '3,879 3.043 836 78 4 21 6 4 7 5 1

In hotel or rooming house . 316 239 76 75 9 24 1 4 5

Number of -bathrooms

None or shared 1,755 1,178 577 67 1 32 9 1 8 3 5

1 but separated 328 240 88 73 3 26 7 ( 4 5

1 47,094 36,157 10,936 76 8 23 2 56 4 66 9

1 5 11,329 .9,248 2,081 81 6 18 4 14 4 12 7

2 14,011 11,868 . 2,143 84 7 15 3 18 5 13 1

2 5 + 5,907 5,372 535 90 9 9 1 8 4 3 3

Type of heating equipment

Central 43,790 .36,086 7,704
/

82 4 17 6 56 3 47 1

Steam f 13,629 11# 10,533 3,096 77 3 22 7 16 4 18 9

Electric 5,876 4,756 1,120 80 9 19 1 :7 4 6 8

oor/WallFlRcom 6,300 4,885 J 1,416 77 5 22 5 7 6 8 7

heater

Other/Inadequate

4,049

6781

2,764

5,041

1,284

1,740

68 3

74 3

31 7

25 7

4 3

7 9

7 8

10 6

Au cordboried 16M8 37,285 8,832 80 8 19 2 58 2 54.0

, Water source -
Public/ornate system 67,512 53,731 13,781 79 6 20 4 83 9 -84 2

InAndual well 11,832 9,509 2323 80 4 19 6 14 8 14 2

Other _ 1,080 826 255 76 4 23 6 I 3 1 6

Electnaly connected 80,268 63,956 16,312 79 7 20 3 99 8 99 7

Type of sewage disposal

Public sewer 59,069 47,129 11,940 79 8 20 2 73.6 73 0

Septic tank/cesspool 20,641 16,494 4,147 79 9 20 1 25 7 25 3

Chemical toilet 16 10 6 60 5 .39 5 0 0

Privy 589 368 220 62 6 37 4 6 1 3

Other 109 64 46 58 1 41 9 1 3

22
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CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH4UNDER-65 AND 65+ HEADS, 1980

Part B.-Stadard Metropolitan Statistical Areas

C1tar3ctee1ssys

tester 41tousan43) , Per Ceet ot total, al apes Percvt ecstrbsto

Heeds al
a pes

Heat ip
te e 65

Treads

65+
Heat under

65
Heads

65+
Heat

later 65
Hetf
65

4.,
Total WOWS 54,902 44,634 10,268

.et-81 3 18 7 100 0 100 0

Tenure' .
.:.

Homeowner , ,:' 33,872 26,915 6,957 79 5 '..- 20 5 60 3 , 67 8

Cash vent ... ',I...04(1262. . 17,154 3,107 84 7 ..'413 38 4 30 3

Ho cash rent 768 564- 203 73 5 '26 5 1 3 2 0

Yur structure built.
After March 1970 11,877 10,63f 1,246 89 5 10 5 23 8 12 1

1965-March 1970 6.035 5,105 930 84 6 15 4 11 4 9 1

1960-1964 5,774 4,990 874 84 9 15 1 11 0 8.5

1950-1959 9,924 8,091 1,834 81 5 18 5 18 1 17.9

1940-1949 5,215 3,883 1,331 74.5 25 5 8 7 13.0

Before 1940 16,077 12,024 4,053 74 8 25 2 29 6 39 5

Unitsoln structure' -
1 34,859 28,686 6,173 82 3 17 7 64 3 60 1

2-4 . 7,761 6,273 1,488 80 8 19.2 14 1 14 5i,1
5 + 10,651 8,482 2,169 79 6 20.4 19 0 21 1

In mobile home

iln hotd or rooming house

1,631

260

1,193

193

438

67

73 1

74 3

26.9,

25.7

2 7

4

4 3

7

Number of bathrooms

Itone or shared 628 433 195 69 0 31 0 1 0 1 9

1 but separated 223 167 56 74 9 25 I 4 5

1 31,575 24,730 6,846 78 3 21 7 55 4 66 7

1 5 7,991 6,662 1,329 83 4 16 6 14.9 12.9

2 . .. 9,763 8,336 1,427 85 4 14 6 18 7 13.9

2 5+ ... . 4,722 4,306 415 91 2 8 8 9 6 4.0

Type of heating equipment

Central ,, 30,810 25,770 5,040 83 6 16 4 57.7 49.1

Steam 11,402 8,839 2,564 77 5 22 5 19.8 25 0

Electrx 3,385 2,773 612 81 9 18 1 6 2 6 0

floor wall . 4,461 3,598 862 80 7 19 3 8 1 8 4

Room hater. . . 1,970 1,445 524 73.4 26 6 3 2 5 I

Other/inadequate 2,874 2,208 666 76 8 23 2 4 9 6 5

itar conditioned .. 32,201 26,542 5,659 82 4 17 6 59 5 55 1

Water source- .
Public/pnvate system 50,365 40,879 9487 81.2 18 8 91 6 92 4

Individual well - 4,271 3,538 733 82 8 17 2 7 9 7 1

Other . . 266 217 48 -+ 81 8 18 2 5 5

Electncrly connected .. 54,806 44,570 10,236 81 3 18 7 99.9 99 7

Type of sewage disposal '0
Public sewer. . 46,332 37,593 8,739 81 1 18 9 84.2 85.1

Septic tank/usspool 8,453 6,968 1,485 82.4 . 17 6 15 6 14 5

Chemical toilet 3 0 3 0 100 0

92 61 31 66 2 33 8 1 4 3

Other 22 12 10 54 2 45 8 1

t)
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CHARAdERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH UNDER-65 AND 65+ HEADS, 1980

Part C. In Nonmetropolitan Areas

Mirada-at=

Nuntee (ttussards) Percent ci total, ail ages Percent &taut=

Heads al Heads

ages under 65
Heads

65+
Heads

under 65
Heads

65+
Heads

under 65
Heads

65+

Total households 25.522 19,431 6,091 76 1 23 9 100 0 100 0

Tenure

Homeowner 18,930 14,050 4,880 14 2 25 8 72 32 80 1

Cash rent 5,665 4,716 949 83 2 16 8 241 15 6

Ho cash rent 927 666 262 71 8 28 2 -"- 3 4 4 3

Year structure built

After March 1970 6,522 5,701 821 87 4 12 6 29 3 13 5

1965-March 1970 2,909 2,312 597 79 5 20 5 11 9 9 8

1960-1964 2,081 1,608 473 77 3 22 7' 8 3 7 8

1950-1959 3,558 2,652 906 74 5 25 5 13 7 14 9

1940-1949 2,242 1,488 754 66 4 33 6 7 7 12.4

Befve 1940 8,210 5,669 2,541 69.0 31.0 29 2 41 7

Units rn structures

1 20,225 15,303 4,953 75 5 24 5 78.8 81 3

2-4 1,946 1,454 493 74 7 25 3 7 5 8 1

5+ 1,072 825 248 76 8 23 1 4 2 4.1

In mottle home 2,248 1,850 398 82 3 17 7 9 5 6 5

In hotel co rooming house 56 46 9 83 3 16 7 2 2

Number of bathrooms

None co shared 1,128 745 382 66 1 33 9 3 8 6 3

1 but separated 105 73 31 70 0 30 0 4 5

1 15,518 11,428 4,091 73 6 26 4 58 8 67 2

1 5 3,338 2,586 751 77 5 22 5 13 3 12 3

2 4,248 3,532 716 83 2 16.8 18 2 11 8

2 5+ 1,185 1,066 119 89 90 10 1 5 5 2 0

Type of heating equoment

Central 12,979 10,316 2,664 79 5 20 5 53 1 43 7

Steam 2,226 1,694 532 76 1 23 9 8 7 8 7

Electric 2,491 1,982 508 79 6 20 4 10 2 8 3

Flooc/wall 1,840 1,286 553 69 9 30 1 6 6 9 1

Room heater 2079, 1,319 760 63 5 36 5 6.8 12 5

Other/Inadequate 3,907 2,833 1,074. 72 5 27 5 14 6 17 6

Air concktioned 13,917 10,743 3,174; 77 2 22 8 55 3 52 1

Water source

Pubbc/pnvate system 17,147 12,852 4,294' 75 0 25 0 66 1 70 5

Inchodual welt 7,561 5,971 1,590 79 0 21 0 30 7 26 1

Other 814 608 206 74 7 25 3 3 1 3 4

Electricity connected 25,462 19.386 6,076 76 1 23 9 99 8 99 8

Type of sewage disCosal

Public sewer 12,737 9,536 3,201 " 74 9 25 1 49 1 52 6

Septic tank/cesspool 12,188 9,526 2,662 78 2 21 8, 49 0 43 7

Chemical todet 13 10 3 76 0 24 0 1 .1

Privy 497 308 189 61 9 38 1 1 6 3 1

Other 87 52 36 59 1 40 9 3 6

As expected, household income, value of owned home, and
monthly rental are considerably larger for all households than for
the older households, moreover, it must be remembered that some
other costs, like food and health care, absorb larger proportions of
the incomes of older households.

24
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HOUSEHOLD INCOME, VALUE OF HOME, AND MONTHLY RENTAL 1980

Plumbers m themsands)

Tge bxnehdd and head (imumixider)

Oner =pied Renter wooed

MI nes 65+ MaSe. 65+

timber Mecian Numter Melo Nutter Medan Winter Medan

Household income

Total, 52,516 19,800 27,556 10,600

2+ pence . 44,562 22,000 . 17,782 12,100

Married couple 37,509 23,300 6,082 11,900 9,818 14,900 1,081 9,200

Other male. 2,026 20,100 376 12,200 2,238 11,500 118 6,700

Other female. 5,027 13,500 1,104 9,600 5,716 7,600 405 7,200

I -person 7,954 7,900 ...... . 9,784 8,000

Male 2,692 12,800 937 6,600 4,282 10,500 683 5,400

Female . 5,262 6,600 3,250 5,700 5,502 6,700 2241 5,100

Value of hkme Monthly rental

Total.. 41,945 51,300 26,874 .. . .

2+ person .. , 36,403 53,500 17,213 261 . ..

Memel couple 30,707 54,900 4,475 45,700 9,361 268 1,842 272

Other male- 1,587 52,000 303 39,600 2,189 287 114 189

Other female . 4,109 44,000 879 38,500 5,662 240 395 214

5,543 39,300 9,662 210 .

1,/71 42,300 649 36,000 4,202 207 654 135

3,772 38,300 2,354 35,700 5,459 212 2,215 167



SUMMARY OF MUD ELDERLY HOUSING PROGRAM ACTIVITIES,,MID-1981

Section to Program anent status
Hunter of
Protects

Hurter er
units

Value
(mitten)

Estimated elderly =a Period
covered
throughNumber aPercent

Construction projects

Title H Low-inCome putbc housing Actrve 10,750 1,200,000 . NA 1 552,000 46 9/30/79

202 Direct loans for housing of elderly and harcapped . , Inactrve,' 330+ 45,275 574 6 45,275 100 1977

Actrve 3 1,006 90,323 4,130,2 79,185 89 6/30/81

231 Mortgage insurance for housing for elderly '' , Active _ 495 66,285 1,158 1 66,285 100 6/30/81

221(d) (3) Multifamily rental housing for low- and moderate-income families Actrve 3,532 355,101 5,718 5 21,918 7 6/30/81

221(d) Of - do ,-, . Actrve 5,239 582,313 13,908 4 75,745 13 6/30/81

235 Home ownerslup assistance for low- and moderate-income families Inactrve 2 7 472,05 473,032 8,456 7 NA NA Revised

Actrve 78,03r 78,034' 2,7618 NA NA 6/30/81

207 Multifamily rental housing .. ... . , Active.... - . . 2,633 ( 275;588 3,941'1 3,380 1+ 6/30/81

f36 Rental and Co-op assistance for low- and moderate-income families .,.., Inactrve 4,056 435,231 7,492 8 55,784 13 6/30/81

202/236 202/236 conversion Inactive , . 181 28,059 480 1 28,059 109 6/30/81 c.p

232 'NursIng horne and intermediate care facilities Actwe 1,300 s 147,336 '1,676 5 147,336 100 6/30/81

Nonconstruction programs

8 4 Low income rental assistance.

Existing 4 ... Actwe 10,990 916,704 NA 265,492 28 6/30/81

'New constniction ' ' Active , 8,225 524,586 NA 283,741 54 6/30/81

Substantial rehabilitation , Actwe . 1,654 117,904 NA 41,394 35 6/30/81

312 Rehabilitation loans .. .. Actrve ' . 86,004 NA NA 6,243 7+ 9/30/8'0

23 low rent leased bOuSing _ Inactive 2 NA 163,267 NA 54,000+ 35 12/75

Includes eiderty occuped utvts Ad were not Veer" desined fee tee elderlY
FIVIMS No ongmal protram recorted through Program revision
Figures foa rensed sec 202/3 represent contdatwe protect reservations thrcuth June 30. 1931
Figures revesent cumulative Poi reservatees thrcegh repxbrit date

s Ftwes do not made sac 8 movements attached to sec 202/3 tut)J reservatOns
Attires revesent ban commitments airy
Figures recresent number 'sr mortgages
Beds,

26
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LIFE EXPECTANCY 1 2

In 1978, life expectancy (average remaining years of life) reached
new highs for the United States. Life expectancy at birth for both
sexes combined was 73.3 years but the 77.2 years for females was
7.7 years longer than 69.5 for males.

At age 65, the combined expectancSr was 16.3 years with the 18.4
years for women exceeding by 4.4 years the remaining years for'
men, 14.G.

The 26-year or 55 percent increase in life expectancy at birth
since 1900 (when it was 47.3) results to a large extent .from the
wiping out of most of the killers of infants and of the young. Only
since midcentury has life expectancy in the upper ages begun to
improve as death rates from the killers of older persons, chronic
conditions and diseases, begun to decrease. Thus, during the first
half of this century, growing numbers of persons reached older
ages but once there, did not live much longer than did their ances-
tors who reached such age. Since the 1950's life expectancy at the
upper ages has also increased and current decreases in death rates
from cardiovascular conditions and stroke portend further added
years of life.

The gap between whites and "others" (primarily black) in life ex-
pectancy at birth has narrowed in recent decades. Also, for those
who do reach advanced age, at about age 70, life expectancy is
slightly higher for those in the "others' category than for whites.

The tables that follow analyze in detail the changes in life expec-
tancy by sex and color at selected ages for selected years between
1900 and 1978, the translation of these trends into estimates of the
number of babies born in 1900 and in 1978 expected to reach select-

**Od ages (for example, about 40 percent of babies born in 1900 were
expected to reach age 65 as compared with 76 percent for the
babies born in 1978, and a listing of the countries having the high-
est male and female life expectancies as reported by the United
Nations.

LIFE EXPECTANCY AT SELECTED AGES, 1900-78

arKI Yea

,To*. Whrte Other

Total Male 'rFernale Total Male Fern* Total Mate Fern*

At krtli
1900 43 46 3 48 3 47.6 46 6 48.7 33.0 32 5 33 5
1910, 50 0 48 4 51.8 50.3 48 6 52 0 35.6 33 8 37 5
1920 54 1 53.6 54,6 54 9 54 4 55 6 45 3 45.5 45 2
1030 59 7 58.1 61 6 61 4 59.7 63 5 48 1 47 3 49 2
1940 62 9 60 8 65 2 64 2 62 1 66 6 53 1 51 5 54 9.
1950 68 2 65 6 71 1 69 1 66 5 72.2 60 8 59.1 62.9
1960 69 7 66 6 73 1 70 6 67.4 74.1 63 6 61 1 66 3
1970 70 8 67 1 74 7 71 7 68.0 75 6 65.3 61 3 69 4
1978 73 3 69 5 77.2 74 0 70.2 77 8 69 2 E 0 73 6
Increase 1900-78

Years 26 0 23 2 28 9 26 4 23 6 29 1 36 2 32 5 40 1

Percent 55 0 50 1 59 8 55 5 50 6 59.8 109.7 100 0 119.7

' 2Computed from basic data on mortality
Division of the National Center for Healt
author.

^

life expectancy published by the Vital Statistics
tistics Simulated projections prepared by the
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LIFE EXPECTANCY AT SELECTED AGES, 1900-78--Continued

Ate ardrttr
ktal

Total Male Fe Teti

At age 20-
1900 .. . .

1920 .

-1940 . ...
t 1960 .

1978 . . 55 0 51 4 58 7 55 5

Ircease 1900-78
[ Yam
, t Percent
I At age 45-

1900 '
1920 .

1940. 25

1960 .......
1978 31 9 28 8 .34 9 32.2

Increase 1900-78

Mit Fan* Teti Mak Ferie

42 2

45 6

-47+
50 3

52 0

9 8

23 2

24 2

26 0

9

2g 3.1

Years., 4 9

Percent . .20 2

At age 65- '
1900 . .. 11 5

1920 . 12 2

1940 . .. 12 1

1960 13.0

1978 163 140 164- 164 14 0

Increase 1900-78
Ytils _ 2 5

Percent 21 7

At age 75
1900 6 8

1920 . - 7 3

7 2

1960 . 7 9

1978 10 4 8 7 11 5 10.3 8 6

Irtrease 1900-78
s

Years , 1 8

Percent 26 5

At age 85
1900 3 8

1920 . 4.1

1940. . 4 0

1960. . 4 3

1978 6 4 5 5 6.9 6 2 5.3

increase 1900-78
Yurs . ,

Percent .. 39.5

43 8

46 5 ...
-51+
56 3 .

59 1

15 3

34 9

25 5 .

27 0 .
28 9 .

35 2

....
....

51 5

29 6

35.1

38.4

-39.7-
45 8

47 4

12 3

35 0

20 1

23 6

22 0
24 9

26 5

36 9
37.2
42-1

50 1

55 6

18 7

50 7

21 4

22 6

24 0

28 1

32.7

9.7 ..... 6.4 11.3

38 0 31 8 52.8

12.2 . 10 4 11.4

12 8 . 12 1 12 4

13 6 _ 12 2 14.0

15 9 . 12 8 15 1

18 4 16 1 14 1 18 0

6 2 3 7 6 6

50 8 35 6 57 9

7 3 6 6 7 9

7 6 7 6 8 4

7 9 8 1 9 8

9 3 8 9 10.1

11 5 11 2 9 8 12.5

4 2 3 2 4 6

57 5 48 5 58 2

4 1 40 5 1

4 2 45 5 2

4 3 5 1 6 4

4 7 5 1 5 4

6 7 9 0 7 8 9 9

63 4 95.0 94 1

"vwc

28
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PERCENT OF BABIES BORN IN 1900 AND 1978 EXPECTED TO SURVIVE TO SELECTED AGES

WMe OtterSired sued year ct
Tctal kat Ferule Total kW Ftesie TO Mak Ferule

Roth age 2o
1900

1978

Ratio 1978/1900
Reach age 45,x.

1900

1978

Ratm 1978/1900
Reach age 65-

76 4 79 0 56 7 59 1

97.5 97 1 98 0 97 7 97 3 98 2 96 6 96 1 97 2

I 3 1 2 1 7 1 6

61 4 64 7 39 2 42 3

93 3 91 3 95 3 94 0 92 2 95 8 89 0 85 3 '482 4

1 5 1 5 2 2 2 2

1900 39 2 43 8 19 0 22 0

1978 .... 75 9 69 3 82 6 77 5 71 0 83 9 65 0 56 4 73 4

Ratm 1978/1900
Reach age 75 \ 1 8 1 9 3 0 3 3

1900 . 21 4 25 4 . 8 9 11 1
OP 1978 , . 55 i 44 7 66 1 57 0 46.2 67 k 44 0.. 34 4 53 9

Ratm 1978/1900 2 2 2 7 3 9 4 9

Reach age 85-

1900 . . , . . 5 3 7 1 . 2 0 3 6

1978 25,9 16.5 35 5 26 6 16 8 36 6 20 5 13 8 27 9

Ratm 1978/1900 3 2 5 2 . 6 9 7 8

LIFE EXPECTANCY AT BIRTH, SELECTED COUNTRIES

(Ada* fran Meted Plat01$ DerectrTat Yeartcols)

Males Females

brst COJaby Date Years Pxst Casty Years

1 No rway . 1977-78 72.31 1 Norway . . 78 65

2 Sweden ,.. 1974-78 72 23 2 1 Netherlands' 78 4

3 Japan 1976 72.15 3 Sweden 81477

4 Netherlands 1977 72.0 4 France

5 Dennurk 1977-78 71 5 5 Denmark 77 5

6 Israel .. _

7 Switzerland

1978

1468-73
71.46
70 29

6 Japan .

7 United SU' les

77 35

7128 Greece .. . 1970 70.13 8 Finland... ... 7777

9 France. . 1977 69 73 9 Canada .

325210 Spain . ,

11 England and Wales .

1970

1974-76
69 69

69.62

10 Switzerland .

11 England and W ales .

7766

75 82

12 United States . 1978 69 5 12 Germany (Federal Republic) 75 64

13 Canada 1970-72 69 34 13 Austna ..... ' .. e 175 6

14 Germany (Federal Republic) . 1976-78 .68 99 14 Poland, . 75 0

1541tali . . . .. ., . . 1970-72 68 97 15 Israel 74 98

16 Germany (Demcaabc Republic) 1976 68 82 16 Spain 74.96

17 Ireland .. . 1970-72 68.77 17 Italy 74 U
18 Bulgaria 1974-76 68 68 18 New Zealand . ,

19 New Zealand 1970-72 68 55 19 Germany (Democratic Republic) 7744'462

20 Austna 1977 68 54 20 Belgium 74.21

21 Cuba . ,. , 1970 68 5 21 lustraha . 74.15

22 Fmland 1978 68 49 22 Czechoslovakia 74.12

23 Belgium . 1968-72 67 79 23 U S S.R... 74.0

24 Australia 1965-67 67 63 24 Bulgana . . 73 91

25 Romama 1976-78 67 42 25 Greece ., ... 73 64

26 Poland . 1975-76 67 3 26 Ireland ,. . 73 52

27 Czechoslovakia 1977 66 99 28 Romama . 72 06

40 USSR . 1971-72 64.0 30 Cuba 71 8

2.3
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SEX RATIOS 1 3

As a result of the as yet unexplained longer (and more rapidly
increasing) life expectancy for females as compared to males, most
older persons are women-15.2 million women and 10.3 million
men in mid-1980. Death rates are higher for males than for females
at every age (including the fetus) so that although there are ap-
proximately 105 boy babies born for every 100 girl babies, the num-
bers at the same age even out by the end of the teens and then
females outnumber males in ever larger numbers thereafter.

For the total 65+ population, there are 148 women per 100 men.
In te 65-74 age group, the ratio is 131, rising to 180 women per
10 men for those 75+. For the 85+ group, there are 229 women
pe 0 men. (See "Marital Status" and."Projections" below.)

MARITAL STATUS 13

In 198 , mpst older men were married (7.6 million or 78 percent)
but most older women were widowed (7.1 million or 51 percent).
There are 5.3 times as many older widows as there are widowers.
Among the 75+ women, almost 70 percent were widows. About 34
percent of the married 65+ men have under-65 wives.

/ MARITAL STATUS, BY SEX AND AGE GROUP, 1980

Sex all mantal status
Nurrter (ttanards) Percent efertuben

45-54 55-64 65-74 75+ 45-54 5544 65-74 75 +

PA*

ci

Total 10,962 9,870 6,549 3,234 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0

'flamed 9347 8,414 5,346 2,244 85 3 85 2 81 6 69 4

Not marred,
&no

1,615

699

1,457

565

1.204

357

989

142

14 8

6 4

14 8

5 7

18 4

5 5

30 6
4 4

Widcwed 176 397 557 776 1 6 4 0 8 5 24 0

Dwaced 740 495 290 71 6 8 5 0 4 4 2

Female

.2

Total 11,670 11,034 8,549 5,411 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0

'flamed 9,222 7,713 4,282 1,264 79 0 ,69 9 50 1 23 4

Not mafred 2,447 3,321 4,266 4,147 21 0 30 1 49 9 76 6

Single 1 552 504 . 480 344 4 7 4 6 5 6 6 4

Widcwed 821 2,082 3,444 3,677 7 0 18 0 40 3 67 9

Diva* 1074 735 42 126 9 2 6 7 4 0 2 3

Ratio. 2

Total 106 112 131 167

Marned 99 92 80 56

Not marred 152 228 354 419 .

Single 1 79 89 134 242

Widowed 466 524 618 474 .

Dwaced 145 118 177

Neva 'teamed Wcmen per 100 rren

The impact of differential life expectancies by sex may Le illus-..

tr,ated by a theoretic application of life expectancies in 1978 to en
assumed 100 marriages in 1980 where al) grooms are aged 25 and
all brides are aged 20.

"Computed from estimates prepared by the Census Bureau based on the 1970 census enu-
meration and the monthly Current Population Surveys thereafter
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Year

Ate Ikeda meat
ate

reach ths Wows

Hustard Wife Utter Percent
litsbrd Vie

1980 25 20 100 100 0 0

1915 30 25 99 100 1 1

1990 35 30 98 99 1 1

1995 40 35 97 99 2 2

2000 45 40 95 98 3 3

2005 50 45 92 97 5 5

2010 55 50 88 96 a 8

2015 60 55 81 93 12 13

2020 65 60 72 , 90 18 20

2025 70 65 61 84 23 27

2030 75 70 47 77 30 39

2035 so 75 31 67 36 53

2040 85 so 17 53 16 68

1

In order to illustrate the extreme case, it is assumed that the
male deaths are all among the married men with a spouse present
while all of the gmale deaths were among the already widowed.

In 1979, there were approximately 2.3 million marriages of per-
sons of all ages. The rate (number per 1,000 in the specific group
who are theoretically eligible to marry) was 53.6 for females and
65.1 for males, as compared with 16.2 for 65+ males and only 2.7
for 65+ females. The marriage rate (see table below) for older
grooms was almost 6 times that of the older brides, partly because
there are fewer males in these age groups and partly because men
tisually marry women younger than themselves (contrary to what
Tife expectancy analyses would suggest). About three-quarters of
therolder brides and grooms were previously widowed.-

MARRIAGE RATES FOR 65+ PERSONS, 1979

Prenous mxital status Bras Gnarls

M ma es 2 7 16 2

istmjIaes.. 9 3 0

Rerfges .. . . , . , . . o 3 a 20 6

Previously *towed 2 6 19 9

Previously &aced 7 4 23 3

Rate is numto per 1.000 in the speak group rdlo are theoretically eligible tt is based oh a sample tor reporting States

, EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

In 1979, about half of all older Americans luid less than a 10th
grade education (2 years of high school); the median for the

gr
2 64

age oup was high, school graduation. About 2.1 million or 9 r-
cent of the older people were "functionally illiterate," havin ad
no schooling or less than 5 years. At the other end of the scale,
about 8 percent were college graduates.

The increasing educational attainment of the older population
(an increase of more than a year of schooling in the median since
1970) results from a classic example of a cohort effect rather than
the aging process since, in the past, each succeeding generiation has
been given the opportunity to receive more schooling than did its
predecessor. Thus, as each cohort with more years of schooling
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reaches age 65 and the oldest cohort with less schooling dies off,
the median increases.

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

In 1980, 83 percent of the older men but only 57 percent of the
older women lived in a family setting. The others lived alone or
with nonrelatives except for the one in twenty who lived in an in-
stitution (a figure that jumps to one in five in the 85+ age group).

Three-quarters of the older men (75.5 percent) lived in families
that included the wife but only slightly more than a third of the
older women (38 percent) lived in families that included the hus-
band. Four of every 10 older women lived alone. Almost four times
as many older 'women lived alone or with nonrelatives than did
older men.isUVING ARRANGEMENTS OF THE 65+ NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION, 1980

[Numbers in ttxusands]

Age and Frong xnngements
Mak Femare

Number Percent Number Percent

65+
Total 9,783 100 0 13,960 100.0

trying wtth spouse 7,389 75 5 5,311 38 0

Loring with other relatrve 727 7 4 2,660 19 1

Loms alooe or with nenrclahve 1,667 17 0 5.989 42.9

65-74 ,
Tota1 6,549 100 0 8,549 100 0

Loring with spouse 57199 79 4 4,114 48 1

Irving with other relative 426 6 5 1243 14 5

long alone or with nonretative 924 14 1 3,192 37 3

75+
Total

,
3,234 100 0 5,411 100 0

Whig with spuse 2,190 67 7 1,197 22 1

I.Ning with other retatrve 301 9 3 1,417 26 2

Long *roe or with nonretative 743 23 0 2,797 51 7

PLACE OF RESIDENCE

In 1980, a. slightly smaller proportion of the older non-
institutionalized population lived in metropolitan areas than was
true of the younger (64 percent vs. 68 percent) but in a reversal of
the previous pattern, more than half of the older people in metro-
politan areas lived in the suburbs rather than the central city, pri-
marily because of the "aging' of the inhabitants of the suburbs
(rather than movement from the central city to the suburbs) in the
larger (over a million) metropolitan areas. The preponderance of
suburbanites among the under-65 population increased substantial-
ly so that 60 percent of the under-65 residents of metropolitan
areas lived outside the central city.

32



DISTRIBUTION OF UNDER 65 AND 65+ POPULATION BY METROPOUTAN/NONMETROPOLITAN RESIDENCE, 1970 AND 1980

Restental cateitry
A

1970 1980 Ird.81

Marta (thartards) Permit 631rtutrat Wu* (Tharsards) Percent distnPsbat
1970 1980 Rata,

Under 65 65+ Under 65 65+ Under 65 65+ Under 65 65+

Total 180,584 19,235 100 0 100 0 194,357 23,743 100 0 100 0 100 100 100

Metropoldan areas 124,714 12,344 69 1 64,2 132,776 15,085 68 3 63 5 93 93 100

In central cities 56,236 6,640 31 1 34.5 53,496 7,162 27 5 30 2 111 110 99

Outside central cities 68,478 5,704 37 9 29 7 79,281 7,922 40 8 33 3 78 82 105

MetropohUn areas of

1,000,000+ '
In central ahes , 30,506 3,816 16 9 19 8 27,610 3,760 14 2 15 8 117 111 95

Outside central ctes

less than 1,000,000

41,682 3,484 ' 23 1 48 1 47,792 4,680 24,6 19 7 78 80 103

In central Mies 25,729 2,825 14 2 14 7 25,886 3,402 13 3 14 3 ,, 112 108 96

Outside central Mies .. 26,796 2,220 14 8 11 5 31,489 3,242 , 16 2 13.7 78 85 109

Noometropolitan areas .. . ..,.. .. .. .. 55,870 6,891 30 9 35 8 61,581 8,658 31.7 36 5 116 115 99
In counties

With no pke of 2,500+ 6,289 902 3 5 4 7 7,343 1,150 3 8 4 8 134 126 94

Wrth place of 2,500-24,999 . .. ...... 35,246 4,479 19 5 23 3 38,865 5,553 20 0 23 5 119 117 , 98
With place c4 25,000+ .. . . . 14,334 1,511 7 9 7.8 15,392 1,956 7 9 8.2 99 104 105

Designated metropolitan since 1970 .......... 7,520 843 4.2 4 4 9,587 1,181 4.9 5 I 105 102 , 97,
'

Wel = natal cl S5 + &died try protabon under 65x 100 Index cl over 100 nuns that Mat* we oter people than pap pecpe Ine m thrs resodentral catetay in percentage term
R2b3m Mel for 1910 traded Pi Mel fa 1970x 100 Rib, cl over 100 meads that accortmatety Ulm restdenhal alert,/ has we deer pp* m 1980 Van in 1970
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Proportionately more older than younger people lived in nonmet-
ropolitan areas with the largest concentrations in the smaller areas
(containing no county with more than 2,500 inhabitants).

As may, be seen from the summary table below, the last column
(ratio). shows that the changes between 1970 and 1980 involve the
growth of the older population in the metropolitan area suburbs
(the aging of the suburbs), especially in the larger areas. Although
the older population in the nonmetropolitan areas also increased,
the major patterns remained approximately the same.

The above analysis and the table below are based on the total
population. Patterns for the white elderly and the black elderly
are, however, fundamentally different. Older blacks as well as
blacks of all ages are much more concentrated in metropolitan
areas than are whites and better than three-quarters of the older
blacks in metropolitan areas live in the central city.

VOTER PARTICIPATION 14

In the 1976 Presidential election, older people made up 15 per-
cent of the voting age population but cast 16 percent of the votes.
Some 62 percent of the older population voted, a much higher pro-
portion than the under-35 group but somewhat lower than the 35-
64 groups. A higher proportion of older men than of older women
voted, but the women voters still outnumbered the men. Voter par-
ticipation falls off sharply after age 75.

In the 1978 congressional election, when, as usual, there is small-
er total voter turnout, older people still made up 15 percent of the
voting age population but cast 18 percent of the vor6s. Some 56 per-
cent of the older population voted, a much higher proportion than
in the under-35 and about the same as in the 35-64 group.

The two detailed tables below analyze registration and voting be-
havior in the 1980 Presidential election, by age groups. While the
long-term trend toward lower turnouts for voting in all elections
continued, the relative patterns by age group remained about the
same. Highest percentage voting remains with the middle-aged
population, followed by the 65-74 group and a falling off in the
75+, and a very low turnout for the young adults. Whites voted in
greater proportions than did the blacks who, in turn, voted in
larger proportions than did the Hispanics. Persons aged 65+ made
up 15.4 percent of the voting-age population but cast 16.8 percent
of the votes. Older men had better voting records than older
women but the larger number of women still meant more female
votes (8.7 million vs 7.0 million).

' Computed from data published by the Census Bureau as a result of a supplementary ques-
tion on the November 1976, 1978, and 1980 Current Population Surveys
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REPORTED REGISTRATION AND VOTING, dY AGE GROUP, NOVEMBER 1980-ALL RACES

(lun rcorattutzmal pcmutotcm, writers m thouwds)

sum

18+ 18-44 45-64 65+

/Amber Percent Nan* Pacent Number Pacer;
To Ul 65-74 75+

Mater Percent Rumba Percent Nunter Percent

Both sexes 157,085 100,0 89,423 100.0 43,569 100 0 24,094 100 0 15324 100.0 8,770 100.0
Registered.. 105,035 66 9 54,039 60.4 33,029 75 8 17,960 74.6 11,835 77.2 6,133 ---693---

Voted

Did not vote . ... .... .. , ..

93,066

11,969

59.2

7.6

47,183

6,856

52 8

7.7

30,205

2,824

69 3

6 5

15,677

2,290

65.1

9 5

10 762 2 69.3

7.9

5,055

1,077

57.6

12.3

Not registered , . . 52,050 33.1 35;384 39.6 10,541 , 24.2 6,125 25 4 3,488 22.8 2,637 30,1

Not U S citizen . . 6,343 4.0 4,420 4.9 1,345 3.1 580 2.4 ,.. 340 2.2 240 2.7

Male . 74,082 100 0 43,326 100.0 20,837 100 0 9,920 100 0 6,676 100 0 3,244 100.0
Registered... .. 49,344 66 6 25,620 59 1 15,903 76 3 7,821 78 8 5,343 80 0 2,478 76 4

Voted... ..... ........ . 43,753 59.1 22,215 51.3 14,554 69 8 6,984 70 4 4,852 72.7 2,132 65.7
Did rat vote. . 5,591 7.5 3,406 7 9 1,348 6 5 836 8.4 490 7.3 346 10.7

Not registered , 24,738 33 4 17,705 40.9 4,934 23 7 2,098 21.1 1,333 20.0 765 23.6
Not U S. cituen. . 2,942 4 0 2,164 5 0 592 2.8 186 -* 1.9 110 1.6 76 2.3

FeniaI 83,003 100.0 46,097 100.0 22,732 100 0 14,174 100.0
r
8,648 100.0 5,526 100.0

Registere1 . .. . 55,691 67.1 28,418 61 6 17,126 75 3 10,147 71.6 6,493 75.1 3,654 66.1
Voted, ' 49312 59.4 24,967 54 2 15,651 68 9 8,694 61.3 5,770 66.7 2,924 52.9

Did not vote 6,378 7.7 3,449 7 5 1,475 6 5 1,454 10.3 723 8.4 731 13.2
Not registered , . . . 27,312 32.9 17,678 38.3 5,606 24 7 4,027 '- 28.4 2,155 24.9 1,872 33.9

Not U S citizen .... .. 3,402 4.1 2,255 4.9 752 3.3 394 2 8 230 2.7 164 3.0
White 137,676 100 0 77,225 100 0 38,703 100 0 21,748 100.0 13,789 100.0 7,959 o 100.0

Registered.. ...

Vot ed.. ,

94,112

-83,855

68 4

60.9

47,898

42,143

62 0

54.6

29,808

27,365

77 0

70.7

16,406

14347
75.4

66.0
10,755

9,669

778..01 5,651

4 78

71.0

58.8

Did not vote . 10,257 7.5 5,756 7.5 2,443 6 3 2,058 9.5 1,0455 7.9 973 12.2

Not registered ,

t Not U S atizen
43,564

4,762

31.6

3.5

29,327

3,260

38 0

4.2

8,895

1,038

23 0

2.7

5,343

463

24.6

2,1

3,034

263

22.0

1,9

9

2

29.0

2.5

Black. . . 16,423 100 0 10,224 100 0 4,159 100.0 2,039 100.0 1,352 100.0 687 100.0
Registered , . .9,849 60 0 5,537 54.2 2,885 69 4 1,429 70.1 998 73.8 431 . 70.1

Voted ,. . 8,287 50.5 4,530 44 3 2,546 61.2 1,211 59.4 877 64.9 334 48.6

Did not vote. . 1,562 9.5 1,005 9 8 339 8 2 218 10.7 121 8.9 97 14.1

Not registered ) , .... . .. ... 6,574 40.0 4,688 45 9 1,275 30.7 610 29.9 354 30.7 256 37.3

Not U S citizen._ . ........... 472 2.9 354 3 5 101 2 4 18 .9 12 .9 6 9



REPORTED REGISTRATION,AND VOTING, BY AGEGROUP, NOVEMBER 1980ALL RACESContinued

Plan rairdblutoral ecoulatiort embers in Ocesards]

16+ 16-44 45-64 65+
Stites

Total 65-74 75+Num* Percent Mabel Percent Muter Percent

Marta Percent knee Percent Hunter Percent

Retistered .

Not revstered ,

- ...... .-.

8,210

2,984

2;45 :3-

5,226

2,645

100.0

36.3
299--

6.5

63.7

32.2

5,874

1,837

-1488-

348

4,037

1,987

100.0

31.3

1,798

910
100.0

50 6

42.7

8 0

494
27.2

538

237

198

40

301

168

100 0 349

160

141

20

189

115

100 0 189

45.8 _ _f _ 77_ _
40 4 57

5.7 20
54.2 112

33.0 53

100.0

___ AO/
30.2

10.6

59.3

28.0

25.3 -

5.9

68.7

33 8

76 g

143

888

.. 489

_44,1
36.8

7.4

55.9

31.2

Wales "not leven" and "unrecateer 2 May te wry race
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COMPARISON OF DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION AND OF VOTERS, BY AGE GROUP, NOVEMBER 1980

Status

18+ 18-44 45-64 65+

Per.
%CS

Voters
Per-

Voters
Per.
3014

Yob=

Total 65-74 75+

Pee.
Voters

Per,
Voters

Per.
%CS

Vders

A/I races, total 100 0 100 0 56 9 50.7 27.7 32.5 15 4 16 8 9 8 II 4 5.6 5 4

Male . . . 100 0 100 0 58 5 50 8 28.1 3.3.3 13 4 16 0 9 0 11 1 4.4 4 9

1000 1000- -15 5 106- 27-4 31 7 17:1- 17-7 104- 11-7- 6-7Female . 6 0

White ... 100 0 100 0 56 1 50 3 28 1 32 6 15.8 17.1 10 0 11 5 5 8 5.6

100.0 100.0 62 3 54 7 25 3 30.7 12.4 14.6 .8 2 10 6 4 2 4 0

Sparush ongm 1,, 100.0 100.0 71 5 60 7 21 9 31.3 6.6 8.0 4 3 5 7 2 3 2 3

All races, total , .. 100.0 100.0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0

Male .. 47 2 47 0 48 5 47 1 47 8 48.2 41 2 44 5 43 6 45 7 37 0 42 2

Female 52 8 52 0 51 5 52 9 52 2 51 8 58 8 55 5 56 4 54 3 63 0 57 8

White 87 6 90.1 86 4 89.3 88 8 90,6 90 3 91 5 90.0 91.0 90 8 92 5

10 5 8.9 11.4 9.6 9.5 8 4 8 5 7 7 8.8 8 3 7.8 6 6

*lush cern 5 2 2 6 6 6 3 2 4.1 2 5 2.2 1 3 2 3 1 3 2.2 1 1

,.May te at arry rxe

MOBILITY

There are two ways of examining the mobility of older persons.
One, called "general mobility" by tha Census Bureau, is based on a
more geographic approach and measures movers (people who
change residences) as to whether they moved across county, State,
and regional lines. The other, called "detailed mobility by the
Census Bureau, is based on the type of residential area approach
and measures movers in relation to residence in central city or
suburb of a metropolitan area or of places in a nonmetropolitrin
area.
beneral Mobility

In the March 1980 household survey, almost 5 million or 21 per-
cent of the 65+ noninstitutionalized population reported that they
had moved in the 5-year period since 1975 (conipared with over 48
percent of the total population aged 4+). Of the nearly 5 million
older movers, 57 percent moved within the same county, 22 percent
moved to another county in the same State, a little over 5 percent
moved to a contiguous State, and 15 percent moved to a nonconti-
guous State. Although differing in proportions, older movers fol-
lowed a pattern quite similar to that of movers of all ages as shown
in the table below.

GENERAL MOBILITY, PERSONS AGED 4-64 AND 65+, 1975-80

plumbers m daunt)

Peron and resderce m 1980 compared to
regal a4 resdence m 1975

4-64 65+

Km* Percent Percent Number Percent Percent

Total in 1980 . 178,473 100 0 .. 23,743 190 0

Same house (nonmovers) , 88,550 49 6 18,707 78 8

Different house in United States
(movers) .. .. .. 86,198 48 3 100 0 4,948 20 8 100 0 '

Same county ... 49,279 27 6 57 2 2,840 12 0 57.4

Ddleant county . . 36,918 20.7 42 8 2,109 8 9 42.6

Same State . . 19,468 10.9 22 6 1,108 4 7 22 4

3 7

A
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GENERAL MOBILITY, PERSONS AGED 4-64 AND.65+, 1975-80-Continued

[Molten tkosinis)

Revco and resdence n 1980 =prod to
repto and reseence n 1975

4-64 65+

Werner Percent Percent Nixaber Puck Percent

Different State . 17,451 9 8 20 2 1,000 4 2 20.2

Contwous.. ... ... 5,416 3.0 6 3 267 1 I 5 4

63 14 0 733 3.1 14.8_floomatiguous____
Northeast in 1975

_12.035
3,354 2,0 4 1 257 1.1 5 2

North Central in 1975 . 4,470 2.5 5 2 285 1 2 5 8

South in 1975 .. .. 5,613 3 1 6 5 267 1 I 5 4

West m 1975 3,809 2 1 4.4 191 8 3 9
MOMS from abroad .... 3,725 2.1 4 3 as 4 1 8

Northeast in 1980 39,732 100.0 . .. 5,697 100.0

Same house (nonmovers) 23,500 59 1 4,714 82 7

Different house in Umted States
15,422 38.8 100.0 964 16 9 100 0

Same county 10,143 25 5 65.8 608 10 7 63 1

Different county 5,460 13 7 35 4 355 6.2 36 8
Same State. . 3,253 8 2 ' 21.1 236 4.1 24.5

Different SUte 2,207 5 6 14.3 119 2.1 12 3

Northeast m 1979 1,139 2 9 7.4 80 1 4 8 3

North Central in 1975 . . 266 .7 1.7 2 2

South in 1975 ... . 559 1.4 3 6 30 5 3.1

West in 1975 ... 242 6 1 6 7 1 7

Movers from abroad ... .... . 810 2 0 5 3 19 3 2.0

North Central m 1980 47,388 100 0 . , 6,156 100 0

Same house (nonmovers) 24,554 51 8 ... 5,028 81 7

Different house in United States

22,283 47.0 100 0 1,12i 18.2 100,0

Same county 13,408 28 3 60 2 746 12.1 66.5

Different county . 8,874 18.7 39 8 376 6 1 33 5
Same State . ... 5,411 11 4 24 3 256 4 2 22 8

Different State .. 3,463 7.3 15.5 120 1 9 10 7

Northeast in 1975 . 407 9 1 8 5 1 A
.. North Central m 1975 1,539 3,2 6.9 50 8 4 5

South in 1975 . 915 1 9 4 1 35 6 3.1

West in 1975 . 602 1 3 2.7 29 5 2 6

Movers from abroad . . ....... ..... 552- 1.2 2.5 6 1 5

. South in 1980 . ....... . . . . 57,685 100 0 .... 7,857 100 0 .... ...
Same house (nonmovers) . 27,335 47 2 6,189 78 8

Different house in United States. (movers) .., . . . . 29,477 50 9 100.0 1,661 21 1 1000
15,539 26 8 52.7 858 10 9 51.7

Different county . , 13,937 24.1 47 3 ,F340 10.2 48.4

Syne State , .... . 6,767 11.7 23.0 4 2 19 9

Different State , 7,170 12.4 24 3 4,74 6 0 28 5

Northeast in 1975 1,339 2 3 4.5 113 1 4 6 8

North Central in 1975 . . 1,545 2.7 5 2 143 1 8 8.6

1 South in 1975 . ., . 3,281

IIIP
5 7 .11.1 159 2.0 9 6

West in 1975 ..... .... , .. 1,004 1.7 3.4 60 .8 3 6

Movers from abroad 1,074 1.9 3.6 7 .1 4

38
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GENERAL MOBILITY, PERSONS AGED 4-64 AND 65+, 1975-80--Continued

(Nvnters thcusands)

Iteziun anj reste?se in 19211 compared to 4-64 65+
rem aDI residence in 1975

Number Percent Percent Nude, Percent Percent

West in 1980 .. . 33,467 100 0 4,034 100.0

Same house (nonmovers) . .. 11161 39 3 2,776 68 8

Matra lust in UMed States ...
(movers) 19,016 57 1 100 0 1,202 29 8 100 0

Same county.... 10,369 31 0 54.5 628 15.6 52 2

Different county .... . . 8,647 25 8 45.5 574 14 2 47.8

Same State 4,036 12 1 21 2 286 7 1 23 8

Different State 4,611 13 8 24.2 288 7 1 24 0

Northeast in 1975 668 2 0 3 5 59 1 5 4 9

North Central in 1975 . 1,120 3 3 5.9 90 2 2 7 5

South in 1975 . ... 858 2 6 4 5 43 1 1 3.6

West in 1975 . . 1,965 5 9 10 3 95 2 4 7 9

Movers from abroad. . .. 1,20 3.9 6 8 56 1 4 4.7

Hunter of nous Mugs 100 percent

A special analysis of the regional pattern of interstate movers
over the 5-year period 1,975-1980 (see table below) shows some
degree of concentration of movement but very far from the stereo-
typic belief of a large flow to the "sunbelt." First of all, only 1 mil-
lion (4.2 percent or every 25th) of the older noninstitutionalized
population in 1980 reported an interstate move in the previous 5
years; his represents about a fifth (20.2 percent) of the movers.

Sta ing with residence in 1975, of the 257,000 who lived in the
Northeas and moved, about 30 percent moved to another State in
the Northeast, 44 percent moved to the South, and 23 percent to
the West. Of the 285,000 movers who lived in the North Central
States in 1975, about 18 percent moved to another State within the
region, 50 percent moved to the South and 32 percent to the West.
Of the 269,000 movers who lived in the South in 1975, almost 60

1 percent moved within the South, about 24 percent moved north-
wards, and some 16 percent moved West. Of the 191,000 older
movers who lived in a Western State in 1975, about half moved
within the West and 31 percent to a State in the South.

REGIONAL PATTERNS FOR INTERSTATE MOVERS AGED 65+, 1975-80

Reseence
Res*nce in 1975

Total Northeast North Central South West

Total number (thousands) 1,000 257 285 269 191

Northeast . 119 80 2 30 7 t'
North Central 119 5 50 35 29

South . 475 113 143 159 60

West . . .. . 287 59 90 43 95
Total percent (1975) 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100.0 /

Northeast . 11.9 31 1 7 11 2 3.7

North Central 11,9 1 9 17 5 13 2 15 2

South . 47 5 44.0 50.2 59 6 31 4

West . .,.. ... 28,7 23 0 31 6 16 1 '49.7
Total percent (1980) .. 100.0 25.7 28 5' 26 7 19 1

Northeast .... . 100 0 67 2 1 7 25 2 5 9

North Central . . 100 0 , 4.2 420 29.4 24 4

South .. . io. 100.0 25.1 30 1 33.5 12 6
West .. 100 0 20,6 31.4 15 0 33 1
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Detailed Mobility
In 1980, 18.7 million or about '79 percent 'of the

noninstitutionalized older people reported that they lived in the
same house as they did in 1975. A quarter of these nonmovers were
living within the central city of a metropolitan area, 26 percent
were still living in a suburb, and about 29 percent were still in a
nonmetropolitan area.
-Of-the-4.9 million mores12I percent of the 'older population), 44
percent reported a move within the same metropolitan area with
20 percent moving within the central city, 15.2 percent moving
within the suburbs, and 8.7 percent bttween the central city and
the suburbs (both directions).

About 15 percent of the movers moved from one metropolitan
area to another with about a third of these moving &obi a suburb
in one area to a suburb in the new area.

More than a quaiter of the movers moved from one nonmetropol-
itan area to another nonmetropolitan area with the remaining 15
percent of the movets moving in a criss-cross pattern (see table
below).

DETAILED MOBILITY, PERSONS AGED 4-64 AND 65+, 19.75-80

(Numbers m thousands)

4-64 65+Re1ic*h1 190 compared tO remdence
1975t

Number Percent Percent Number Percent Percent

Total 178,473 100 0 23,743 100 0 .

Same house (nonrnovers) 88,550 49 6 18,707 78 8
CC of SMSA, 22,823 ,.- 12 8 5,657 23 8
Bilance of SMSA ,. 37,211 208 6,175 26 0
Outside SMSA . 28,515 16 0 6,876 29 0

Different house withm Untied States
(movers) . . .., 86,198 48 3 100.0 4,948 20 8 100 0

Mho) same SMSA 39,452 , 22 1 45 8 2,167 9,1 43 8
Wahm DC .... ..... ,. .. 14,775 8 3 17.1 990 4 2 20 0
Within balance of SMSA ........ 16,541 9 3 19,2 751 3 2 15 2
CC to balance of SMSA . . 5,749 3.2 6 7 320 1 3 6.5
Balance of SMSA to CC . 2,385 1.3 2.8 108 .5 2 2

Between SMSA's . , 13,798 7.7 16 0 753 3.2 15 2
Between CC's, .. ... 3,239 1.8 3 8 152 6 3 1
Between balance of SM- SA 's . ... 4,948 2 8 5 7 247 1 0 5 0
CC to balance of. SMSA .. . .. 3,723 2.1 4.3 234 1 0 4.7
Babnce orSMSA to CC ... 1,865 1 1 2.2 121 5 2 4,

From outside SMSA to an SMSA 5,736 3 2 6.7 257 1 1 5 2
To CC . . ....... 2,300 1 3 2.7 91 .4 i 8
To balance of SMSA. . 3,437 1 9 4 0 165 .7 3 3

From SMSA to outs& SMSA .. 6,856 3 8 8 0 481 2.0 9 7

3,007 1 7 3 5 204 .9 4.1

From balance of SMSA ......, .... 3,850 2 2 4 5 277 1.2 5.6
Outside SMSA at both dates 20,358 11.4 23 6 1,289 5.4 26.1

Movers from abroad. ...... .. . . 3,725 2.1 88 4

To CC of SMSk 1,587 44

To balance of SMSA. , . . ,. 1,509 2 32 .1

629 4,
CC =Cada aly SMSA-StandardAttromitin stabstical area

3 Number ol mat rs..100 percent
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PROiTED TOTAL MALE POPULATION AND NUMBER'OF VETERANS ' AGED 65+, 1980, 1990, AND
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VETERANS 16

2003

Ate
Maks

Vetere
Mes

Vann
Males

Meat 2

Ilreba Paula Miter Pavel Kober Pemba

65+ 10,302 2,960 28.7 12,1$00 7,688 64,1 12,716 9,007 70 8

65-69 3,902- 1,510" f' 4;471 3,704 82.8 4,152 2,317 55 8

70-74 2,863 , 710 24 9 3,281 2,467 75 2 3,521 2,449 69.6

75-79 1,847 186 10 1 2,148 970 45.2 2,509 2,353 93 8

80-84 1,019 t 299 29.3 1,264 372 29 4 1,472 1,334 90 6

85+ .... 681 255 37 4 836 175 20.9 1,062 554 52 2

Irdulesa mai ru rbs c4 ferule Werra 420 pacent a Iota warms aged 4544 and 2 4 cercart c4 Wawa ased 1931)
-

As may be seen from the above table, veterans are an increasing-
ly large proportion of the/older male population, reaching 64.1 per-
cent within the next 10 years and 70.8 perCent within 20 years.
Aware of thip rapidly increasing responsibility, the Veterans Ad-
ministration has initiated a large number of programs in domicili-
ary, home, and institutional care areas, as well as extensive re-
search in both the biomedical and sociar/behavidral aspects of
health and aging. Beginning in 1973, the Veterans Administration
has established 8 geriatric.research, education, and_ ninical centers
(GRECC) serving 10 VA medical centers scattered 4cross the coun-
try From Massachusetts to California, providin`g kid`th direct pro-
gram's and supporf to the other VA programs and facilities.

In 1981, the Veterans Administration spent $1.62 billion in
health care of the older veterans.

EMPLOYMENT 1 6

In 1900,.the male labor force numbered 27,640,000. In the 45-64
age group, there were, 4,958,000 men in the labor force out of a,
total male population in this age group of 5,465,000 or a labor forete'S

,artidpation rate of 90.3. The 65+ male population totaled
1,555,090 so the 987,000 in the labor force represented, a rate of
63.1. In the female labor force of 4,999,000, there were 672,090 aged
45-64 in the labor force ,or 13.6 percent of the 4,935,000 women
aged 45-64 in the population. In the 65+ group, there were 127,000

A in the labor force out of a population of 2,525,000 older women or a
rate,of 8:3.

Between 1900 and 1950, the male 45-64 labor force participation
rate remained refatively constant while the 65+ rate fell rapidly,
especially after the onset of the depression of the 1930's and the
passage of the Social Security Act. The 45-64 rate for wonfen
showed a steady increase as women entered the labor market but
the 65 + rate moved slowly between 8 and 10 percent.

'5 Based on data supplied by the Veterans Administration and a special site visit survey of
VA geriatric rearaid,db, education, and clinical centers (GRECO.

' t Computed froth, pubhshed and unpublished data supplied by the Department of Labor

4 1
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The following tahle analyzes the trends since 1950 in some detail.
The long-term trends for women continue as previously but for
men the decrease in labor force participation has moved down to
just below 60 years age. This "early retirement" phenomenon
(which also showed up in the increase in the number of persons
claiming social security payments prior to age 65, even at reduced
benefi ... amounts) is probably a combination of persons under 65 vol-
untarily opting for early retirement (especially if they have other
retirement income), of persons unable to fmd jobs in their later
years (the so-called discouraged worker), and of persons who for
health or physical reasons cannot continue to work.

CML1AN LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATES, PERSONS AGED 45+, BY AGE GROUP AND SEX,

le 1950-80

Sex ard age trciA 1950 1955 1960 1965 1970 1975

Mem

10-year groups.

45-54 95 8 96 5 95 7 95 6 94.2 92 1 91 2

55-64 86 9 87 9 86 8 44 6 83 0 75 8 72 3

65+ 45 8 39 6 33 1 27.9 26 8 21 7 19 1

5-year groups

45-49 ( ) 97 1 96 6 96.1 95 3 94 I 93 3

50-54, ( ' ) 95 7 4- 94 7 95 0 93 1 90 1 89 3

55-59, ( 92.5 91 6 90 2 89.5 84 4 81 9

60-64 . ( ) 82 5 81 1 78 0 75 0' 65 7 61.0

65+ 45 8 39.6 33 1 27 9 26 8 21 7 19 1

%nett

10-year groups

4524 37 9 43 8 49 8 50 9 54 4 54 6
n599

55-64 27 0 32 5 37 2 41 4 43 0 41 0 41.5

65+ 9 7 10 6 10 8 1-1 .0 9 7 8 3 8 1

5-year groups

45-49 ( ) 45 9 --44) 51 7 55 0 55 9 62 1

50-54 ( ) 41 5 48. 50 I

L
538 53 3 57 8

55-59 ( ) 35.6 42.2 47 1 50 4 47 9 48 6

60-64 ( ) 29.0 31.4 34 0 36 I 33 3 33 3

65+ ! 9 7 10 6 10 8 10 0 9 7 8 3 8 1

tlot aolatie

The follOwing table presents a more detailed analysis of the labor
force and the status of its components for the monthly averages in
1981 by sex and 5-year age groupings. Noteworthy are the sharp
decreases in labor force participation rates with increasing age, the
increase in the proportion of employed workers in agriculturd with
advancing age, especially for men, and the decreaSe in unemploy-
ment rate (though not the duration. of unemployment).

4 2
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tABOR FORCE STATUS OF THE 45 + CIVILIAN NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION, BY AGE GFOUP AND

SEX, MONTHLY AVERAGE 1981

pirate's a tossets)

Status 45-49 50-54 S5-5, 60-64
65+

Toul 65-69 70-74 75+

Mit .
Total 5,496 5,423 4,728 10,169 3,8E9 2,875 3,405

.In labor .... .. 4,948 4,920 4,404 2,766 1,865 1,080 480 .305

Parb*ra' ton rate . .... 93 3 89.5 81 2 58.5 18.3 27 8 16 7 10
4,737 4,243 2,666 1212 1,046 470 296

. .. ... 193 198 220 200 269 139 72. 58

Percent of
4 1 4 2 5,ktio 7 5 14,8 13 3 15 3 19 6

Nactpaiture . - 4,548 4,539 4,023 2,466 1,543 908 397 238

Unentoyed 207 183 161 100 54 34 11 9

Rate .. . . 4.2 3,7 3 7 3 6 /2 9 3,2 2.3 2.9

Not in Labx force. .... 353 575 1,019 1,962 ,303 2,808 2,395 3,100

Percent cf total . , 6 7 10.5 18.8 41 5 81 7 72 2 83 3 91,0

Femalt

Total . .. 5,650 5,975 6,094 5,511 14,681 4,869 3,964 5,848

In Labx force . . . 3,628 3,474 3,003 1,796 1,176 724 ' 293 159

Parts:01bl rate 64.2 58 1 49 3 32.6 8.0 14 9 7 4 2 7

Ened 3,449 3,327 2483 1,732 1,132 694 283 155

59 58 57 33 36 19 9 8

Percent of

efnMed ... 1.7 1.7 2.0 1.9 3 2 2.7 3.2 5 2

lisnaututture . 3,390 3,270 2,827 1,699 1,099 675 276 148

Unemployed ... .. ..., 178 167 120 64 43 30 9 4 \
4 9 4.2 4.0 3 6 3 7 4 1 3 1 2.4

Not in Labx face .... .. 2,022 2,501 3,091 3,714 13,503 4,145 3,669 5,689

Percent c4 total . . 35 8 41.9 50.7 67,4 92 0 85 1 92.6 97.3

, The following table analyzes the employnient and unemployment
status for the monthly averages in 1981 for older members of the
labor force according to their full-time or part-time attachment to
the labor force. Especially noteworthy is the very rapid increase in
the proportion of part-time workers, both men and women, with
advancing age.

FULL-TIAE/PART-TIME STATUS OF THE CMUAN NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION, BY AGE GROUP

AND SEX, MONTHLY AVERAGE 1981

(Wes as Ocusands]

Malt

Status 45-54 55-64 65+

Full-time 9,685 6,779 1,044

9,306 6,551 1,02(f

Full time' . ..... . 9,047 6,354 949

Part bme (econamc reasons). 249 197 71 ,

Unemployed 379 228 24

Rate ........ 3 9 3 4 2 3

Part-brne labor force . . 183 391 822

Pircent of total labor force . . 1 9 5 4 44 1

Undated Rd lime 171 358 791 I
Percent of total employed 1 8 5 2 43 7

Unemployed 11 32 31

Rate 6 2 8 3 3 8

Percent of total unemployed 2 9 12 4 56 8

4 3
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FULL-TIME/PART-TIME STATUS OF THE CIVIUAN NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION, BY AGE GROUP

AND SEX, MONTHLY AVERAGE 1981Continued

[misters.' tbstrandsl-
Stibs 45-54 55-64 65+

Ftfrait

En1PloYei
Rd time

. Part trie (econamic reascas) .

5,687

5,422

5,087
335

3,706

3,562

3,329
233

525
506
455

51

UnemOrlecL 265 144 20

4 7 3 9 3.8
Parttime lator tcrCe 1,415 1,093 651

19 9 22 8 56 3
1,355 1,054 628

20 0 22.8 55.4
UnernPoist 60 40 23

Rate 4.2 3.6 3 5
18.4 21 6 53 9

- AUTOMOBILE OWNERSHIP 17

As iii true for major household appliances, automobile ownership
by older households is well below that of households wifh younger
heads but part of the difference depends on income level rather
than age, health, or choice. A 1974 survey showed that 62 percent
of older households owned at least one car as coiiipared with 86
percent for the younger. There is, however, a strong relationship
between income level and_kutto ownership at all ages so the lower
income level of the older households accounts in part for the lower
ownership rate. Other factors are also present,

PROJECTIONS

(Note: Rebised projections based on the 1.980 dicennial census
counts and new assumptions Will be released later in 1982. The pro-
jections below should be used with caution.)

The "safest" Census Bureau projections of the size and composi-
tion of the population through 2050 are the so-called "Series II"
projections, which are based on an ultimate cohort fertility rate of
2.1 (2.1 children 'per woman or eventual zero population growth),
small improvements in life expectancy (including that fot older
persons), narrowing of the gap between whites and blacks, constant
400,000 net immigration, but no new major medical "cures" of
chronic diseases.

These projections show a total population of 260.4 million by
2000 with 31.8 million or 12.2 percent aged 65+ (11.3 percent in
1980). The number of 85+ persons would almost double to 3.8 mil-
lion and the ratio of 65+ women to men would rise to 150/106 as
compared to 148/100 in 1980.

" Basic data from the discontinued Census Bureau series on consumer buying intentions.

44
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POPULATION PROJECTIONS (SERIES II), TOTAL 65+, 1980-2050

plates a taaaalal

Yea M

C5+

Totd Fecale

Male

Nutty Penni d
aie3

Hurter Pt% 103 ran

1980' . . ' 226,505 25,544 11.3 10,302 15,241 148

1985 232,880 27,305 11 7 11,012 16,293 148

243,513 29,824 12 3 11,999 17,824 149

1995 . ..... 252,750 31,401 12 4 12,602 18,799 149

260,378 31,822 12.2 12,717 19,105 150

267,603 32,436 12.1 12,924 19,512 151

2010 _ 275,335 34,837 12.7 13,978 20,858 149

2015 2/3,164 39,519 14.0 16,063 23,456 146

290,115 5,102 15.6 18,458 26,634 144

2025 _ .. 295,742 50,920 17.2 20,861 30,059 144

2030 300,349 55,024 1&3 22,399 32,624 146

2035 .. 304,415 55,805 18 3 22,434 33,371 149

2040 308,400, 54,925 17 8 21,816 33,108 152

2045 312,054 54,009 17 3 21,335 32,674 153

2050 315,622 55,494 17.6 22,055 33,439 152

I 19S0 DS= earbrem

If the present fertility rate of approximately 1.8 (children per
women) should continue at this low level rather than the 2.1 rate
(zero population growth) assumed above, the size of the total popu-
lation would be smaller but the proportion of older people would be
greater. The increasing number and proportion of older persons re-
flects both the impact of longer life expectancy and the movement
of the post-World War II baby boom through the population pyra-
mid. Projections based on lower fertility rates also show a much
smaller rate of growth for the older population after 2030 when
today's babies and youngsters start reaching age .65.

The above projections represent averages for the whole 65+ age
group as if it were a homogeneous mass. Important differences by
sex and age group 'within the 65+ population are as follows:

PROJECTED TRENDS WITHIN THE 65+ AGE GROUP, 1976-2050

(r_vum dunte)

Sex arK1 ate

65-74
:.. 1--

75-84
85+ .

Male, 65+
65-74
75-84

Female, 65+ . . .

65-74
7544 .

193-2300 2003-2025 2025-2050

+381
+22.8
+56 9

+ 60.0
+77 5
+ 41.1

+9.0
-6 7

+14 9
+91.1 +32 4 +91,6
+35 8 +64.0 +5.7
+24.4 + 79.1 -6 3
4-55.0 +44 1 +13.5

* +68.8 +29 9 +92.9
+40.8 + 57 3 +11 2
+21.6 +76 2 -7.1
458.0 + 39 4 +14 3
+101 4 + 33 4 +91.1

Thus, comparison of the approximately 25-year timespans shows
continuing increase to 2000, very rapid growth from 2000 to 2025 as
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the postwar babies reach the later years, then a sharp deceleration
as the current low birth rates gre reflected in a smaller cohort
reaching age 65. Significantly, the usually more rapid:growth in
the number of older women is reversed in the 2000-2025 period.
But of even greater note is the fact that between now and 2000 the
oldest part of the older population will grow most rapidly, then be
reversed ,between 2000 and 2025 and return to the current trend
after 2025 when all rates of growth will be much slower, especially

II.in the "younger" aged.

DEPENDENCY RATIOS

Does the age shift in the population distribution create insur-
mountable "burdens"? Computation of a gross dependency ratio
based on the assumption that the young (under 18) and the old
(65+) are dependent on the middle, so-called "productive age" pop-
ulation, tends to show a quite reasonable "burden" on the middle
groups under reasonable economic and labor force assumptions, ex-
pecially'in light of the higher ratios in the past, as follows:

Yor Nurnter urea IS
PI 100 aged 1S-64

HUM* 65+ per
100 aged 11-64

Teti

1930 58 9 9 1 68 0
1940 48 9 11 0 59 9
1950 51 0 13 4 64 4
1960 65 1 16 8 81 9
1970 61.4 V 7 79 1
1980 47 2 18 6 65 8
1990 ' 43 5 20 0 63 5
2000 ' 43 2 19 9 63 1
2010 ' 39 2 20 2 59 4
2020 ' 41 2 26 0 67 2
2030 ' 42 0 31 8 73 8
2040 ' 41 2 30 6 71 8
2050 ' 41 7 30 2 71 9

1 Propctoz, senes II

I

4 6
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EXHIBIT A

RECENT STATE TRENDS IN THE OLDER POPULATION, 1970-1980'8

Fietween 1970 and 1980, the Nation's older population (65+) in-
creased from 20 million to p6.5 million and from 9.8 percent to 11.3
percent of the total population. As has been, true for most of the
20th century, the older population grew considerably faster in
1970-1980 (2'7.9 percent) than did the under-65 population (9.7 per-
cent). These national trends, however, represent the averaging out
of a variety of different State trends. Details and analyses are pre-
sented below.

PROPORTION OF THE POPULATION AGED 65 +

For the Nation as a whole (50 States and the District of Colum-
bia), the proportion of the total population ih the 65+ group rose
from 9.8 percent in 1970 to 11.3 percent in 1980. The proportions
ranged from lows of 2.9 percent in Alaska and 7.5 percent in Utah
to highs of 13.7 percent in Arkansas and 17.3 percent in Florida.

In Wyoming, the only State where the under-65 group grew
faster than the 65+, the proportion of older persons dropped from
9.1 percent in 1970 to 8.0 percent in 1980. In 13 States, the increase
in the proportion of the State's aged population was l s than one
percentage point; in 26 States, it was between one and wo percent-
age points; and in 11 States, the increase was greater t n two per-
centage points.

4 SUMMARY: STATES BY PERCENT OF TOTAL STATE POPULATION AGED 65+, 1980

Percent State Hunter

113 .. 1

134-143 Arkansas, Rhode li.la-ni".. . . 2

124-133 Iowa, Mrsoun, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Pennsylvama, Massachusetts. Maine, Mahan; 9

114-123 New York, North DakoU, West Virginia, Wisconsin, MinnesoU, Connecticut, New Jersey, District

of Columbia, Mississimi, Oregon, Vermont

11

11.3, ... Alabama, Arizona, Tennessee ... ... ...... ..... ...... .. . . . . . ... ..... 3

103-211 Xentucky, New Hampshire, Mow, OW, Indiana, Mmtada, WashIngton . ' 7

93-10-2 . Cakforno, North Carotina, Delavare, klaho, Michigan, Louisiana, Texas, Georgia, Maryland,
Voginia

10

83-92 South Carolina, New Mexico, Colorado . .. . . 3

73-82 Nevada, Wyoming, Hawan, Utah . . . . . . ... ... 4

29 . Alaska.. I

Total 51

' NIOX01 matt

1° Computed from reports from the 1970 and 1980 census enumerations

(42)
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-- DISTRIBUTION AMONG. THE STATES

The older population tends to be distributed among the States in
the same general pattern as the total population except that there
is a slightly greater concentration of older persons in some of the
larger States. In the analytical table by State rank order (see last
table of this Exhibit), at the points where the States in the total
population column and the 65+ population match exactly, the per-
centages are as follows:

,

Stales

AA ates ate 65+

Percentne ci
Wed States Cmulatuive ci

POInetfc:taXtes
Curnietithve

,
Cairkimia . 10 4 10 4 9 4 9 4
New Yak 7 7 18 1 8 5 17 9
Texas, Pennsylvania, Ilfinots, OW, Ronda 25 6 43 7 27 5 45 4
frbchigan .. . 4 1 47 8 3 6 49 0
New Jersey . . . 3 3 51 1 3.4 52 4
North Carolina, Massachusetts, 1143113, Georgia, Virginia, hits-

soun, Wisconsm, Tennessee . 18 6 69 7 18 2 70 6
Maryland, LOIRS17113, Washingtcn, Minnesota, Alabama, Kentucky 7 80 4 10 1 80 7
South WOW, tonnecbcpt, Oklahoma, Iowa, Cdoudo, Arizona,

Oregon, %swum, Kansas, Arlunsas

'10
12 2 92.6 12 4 93 1

West Virgrma 9 93 5 9 94 0
Nebraska . . / 94 2 8 94 8
Utah, Hew Me.xxo, Mame, Hann, Rhode Island, Who, New

Hampshire, Nevada, Montana, South Dakota, North DakoU,
Drstnct of Colurnrba 4.9 99 1 4 7 99 5'

Delaware 3 99 4 2 99 7
Vermont 2 99 6 2 99 9
Wyoming 2 99 8 1 100 0
Alaska 2 100 0 . 100 0

/

ir

IA
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ANALYSIS OF RESIDENT APULATION AGED 65*-F, BY STATE, 1970 AND 1980

St2P

Nude tennsinin ,Pexcent WW2 Percent c4 ai

nes
State rank

Hates Percent wean Percent c4

nes

1970 1930 1960-70 1970-10
19701

193° 196°4° 1910-3° 19" 199 1910

Total, 51

States ... . 19,972 25,544 21 1 27.9 9.8 11.3 ... ., ....

Alabama ... 324 440 24 7 35 8 9.4 11 3 21. 19 16 14 30 24

Alaska ... 7 12 27.9 71.4 2 3 2.9 51 51 11 4 51 51

Anzona 161 307 '79.0 90 7 9 I 11 3 35 28 I 2 34 25

Arkansas . 237 312 22.0 31 6 12 3 13 7 28 27 21 24 3 2

Cakkata . 1,792 2,415 30 9 34 8 9 0 10 2 2 I 9 16 36 34

Woods 187 247 18.8 32 1 8 5 8 6 ,-,33 33 24 22 38 46

Connecticut 288 365 19 I 26 7 9 5 11 7 26 26 23 26 27 18

Delaware 44 59 22 6 34 I 8.0 10 0 48 48 20 18 42 36

District of

Columba 70 74 2.4 57 9 3 11 6 .41 46 51 51 32 20

985 1485 78 2 71 I 14.5 17 3 7 3 2 5 I I

Georgia . 365 517 26 4 41 6 8 0 9.5 17 16 15 9 42 41

Hawaii 44 76 51 3 72.7 5 7 7 9 47 45 4 3' 50 49

Idaho 67 94. 16 3 40.3 9 5 9.9 44 41 29 11 27 37

Minors 1,089 1,261 12 2 15.8 9 8 11.0 4 6 40 44 24 29

Indiana 492 585 10 8 18 9 9 5 10.7 12 13 45 40 27- 31

Icon 349 387 6.9 16.9 12 4 13 3 19 24 49 49 2 4

Kansas . 265 306 10 8 15.5 11 8 13.0 27 29 45 45 r 8

Kentucky . . 336 410 15.1 22.0 10 4 11 2 20 21 35 35 21 27

Louisiana 305 404 27.0 32 5 8 4 9 6 23 22 12 21 39 39

Maine

Maryland

114

298

141

396

'7 6 23 7

32.3 32.9

11.5

7 6

12.5

9 4

36

25

36

23
.... 48

8

31

20

9

45

II
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Massachu-

setts . 633 727 11 3 14 8 11.1 12 r 10 10 43 46 10 10

Michigan . 749 912 18 0 21 8 8 4 9 8 8 8 25 36 39 38

Minnesota . 407 480 15 4 4 17 9 10 7 11 8 15 18 33 41 14 17

Mississrppt 221 289 17 0 30 8 10 0 11 5 30 . 31 27 25 22 21

Masan 558 648 II 4 16 1 11 9, 13 2 11 11 42 43 6 5

Montana 68 85 5 1 25 0 90' 10 7 43 43 50 29 23 32

Nebraska 183 206 11 8 12,6 12 3 13 1 34 35 41 48 3 7

Nevada 31 66 70 4 112.9 6 3 8 2 49 47 3 I 49 47

New

Hampshire 78 103 15.8 32 I 10 6 11.2 39 40 ? 31 22 19 28

New Jersey . 694 860 4.4 23 9 9 7 11 7 9 9 17 30 25 19

New Mexico 70 116 37 65 7 6 9 8 9 42 38 5 6 48 45

New York 1,951 2,161 8 10.7 12 3 I 2 31 50 14 13

N Carolina 412 602 2 46 1 8 1 10 2 14 12 7 8 41 35

North Dakota 66 80 13 3 21 2 10 7 12 3 45 44 36 37 14 14

Obio 993 1,169 II 2 17 7 9 3 10 8 5 7 44 42 32 30

Oklahoma 376 20 I 25 8 II 7 12 4 24 25 22 28 8 4 12

Oregon

,299

226 303 23 5 34 I 10 8 11 5 29 30 19 18 13 22

Pennsylvanta 1,267 1.531 12 7 20 8 10 7 12 9 3 4 37 38 14 9

Rhode island 104 127 16 I 422.1 10 9 134 37 37 30 34 12 3

S Carolina 190 287 26 8 51 I 7 3 9.2 32 32 13 7 46 44

South Dakota 80 91 . 12 5 A.. 13,8 12 1 13 2 38 42 38 47 5 6

Tennessee . 382 518 24 0 35 6 9.7 11 3 15 15 18 15 25 26

Texas . 988 1,371 32 9 38 8 8 8 9 6 6 5 6 12 37 40

Utah , 77 109 29 4 41 6 7 3 7 5 40 39 10 9 46 - 50

Vermont . 47 58 8 6 23 4 10 6 11 4. 46 49 47 32 19 23

$ Virginia 364 505 26 6 38 7 7 8 9 4 18 17 14 13 44 43

Washington 320 431 15 4 34 7 9 4 10.4 22 20 33 17 30 33

West Virginia 194 238 12 5 22 7 11 I 12 2 31 34 38 33 10 15

Wisconsin 471 564 17 4 19 7 10 7 12 0 13 14 26 30 14 16

Wyoming , 30 38 16 6 26 7 9 1 8 0 50 50 28 26 34 48

Carecteo for errors n water of centenarians

4 9
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RESIDENT POPULATION, TOTAL, ALL AGES, AND 65+ , BY STATE IN RANK NUMBER ORDER, 1980

int* al ates Ate 65+

Slab
Ituirte

(th°143"13)

Percent
State

Number
(thtusx43)

Percent

ktrtutat Cuniatade Otstnbuta" OXIIII1M

1 23,669 10 4' 10.4 Cafifanta 2,415 9.4. 9.4
2 New York , . 17,557 7.7 18.1 2,161 8.5 17.9

3 14,228 6.3 24.4 Hada 1,68S 6.6 24 5

4 Pennsylvania., 11,867 5 2 29 6 Pennylvama . 1,531 6 0 30 5
5 Illinois .. 11,418 5.0 34 6 Texas 1,371 54 35.9
6 Ciluo 10,797 4.8 39 4 Moors . . 1,261 .9 444.0.8

7 Finnda 9,740 4 3 43 7 1,169 6 45.4

8 Michigan... 9,258 4 1 47 8 Michigan .. .. . .. 912 6 49.0
9 New Jersey. . .. 7,364 3 3 51 1 New Jersey 860 4 52.4

10 North Carana 5,874 2 6 53 7 Massachusetts 727 8 55 2
11 Massachusetts ..., 5,737 2 5 56 2 Missoun 648 5 57 7

12 Iniftana 5,490 2.4 58.6 Nath Carolina 602 4 60.1

13 Georgia.. ....... .... . 5,464 2.4 61 0 Infrana .... 7... . 585 3 62 4

14 Virginia .... 5,346 2.4 ' 63 4 Wsccosin ... .... 564 2 64 6

15 4,917 2.2 65 6 Tennessee... .. . 518 0 66 6

16 Wisconsin . 4,705 2.1 67.7 Georgia 517 0 68.6

17 Tennessee . . .. 4,591 2.0 69.7 Virginia.... ............. 505 70.6

18 4,216 1.9 71.6 Minnesota. ....... 480 * 72 5

19 Louisiana . . 4,204 1.9 73.5 Alabama 440 7 74.2

20 Washington 4,130 1.8 75 3 Washington 431 7 75 9

21 Minnesota .. . 4,077 1 8 77.1 Kentucky . .... 410 6 77 5

22 Alabama 3,890 1.7 78.8 LouIsiana 404 .6 79.1

23 Kentucky 3,661 1 6 80 4 Maryland .. 396 6 80.7

24 South Carolina . ... 3,119 1.4 81 8 Iowa 387 .5 82 2

25 Connecticut 3,108 1.4 83.2 376 5 83:7

26 Oklahoma 3,025 1.3 84 5 Connectrut. ...... 365 4 85 1

27 -Iowa . .. 2,913 1.3 85 8 kkansas ' 312 .2 86 3

28 Colorado 2,889 1.3 87 1 Arizona 307 2 87 5

29 Anzona . 2,718 1 2 88 3 306 2 88 7

30 Oregon. . 2,633 1.2 89.5 303 2 89 9

31 Mississippi._ ..... 2,521 1.1 90 6 Mississippi . 289 .1 91 0

32 Kansas .. 2,363 1 0 91.6 South Carolina. 287 .1 92.1

33 kkansas .. 2,286 1.0 " 92 6 Colorado 247 0 93 1

34 West Virginia .... 1,950 .9 93.5 West Virginia.... 238 9 94 0

35 Nebraska 1,570 7 94.2 Nebraska... ........... 206 8 94 8

1,461 6 94.8 141 .6 95.4

37 New Mexico . 1,300 .6 95 4 Rhode Island 127 5 95 9

38 Maine ........... ....... 1,125 5 95.9 New Mexico ..... 116 .5 96 4

39 Hawafi . .... 965 4 96 3 Utah .. 109 .4 96.8

40 Rhode Island . 947 4 96.7 New Hampshire.... 103 4 97.2

41 Idaho ... . 944 4 97.1 Idaho... . , 94 .4 97 6

42 New Hampshire . . 921 .4 92.5 South Dakota .. ... 91 .4 98 0

43 Nevada ..... ....... .. 799 .4 97.9 Montana . .. , .. 85 3 98 3

44 Montana .. . 787 3 98 2 North Dakota. . . 80 .3 98.6

45 South Dakota 690 .3 98 5 76 .3 98 9

46 North Dakota . 653 3 98 8 District of

Columbia 74 3 99.2

47 District of Nevada 66 3 99.5

Okumbia. . 638 3 99.1
.

48 Delaware . . .. 595 3 99.4 Delaware 59 2 , 99.7

49 Verrnsnt ... 511 2 99 6 Vermont 58 .2 99.9

50 Wyoming 471 .2 99 8 Wyoming .. ....... 37 1 100 0

51 Alaska . . . 400 .2 100 0 Alaska 12 ...... .. . . . 100 0

0


